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4 — The PREFACE. . 


| - \ HE Author of this Piect Was one Mon- -} 
8 fieur de Rodon, Philoſophy Profeſſor, 


_ gainſt the Romiſh: Herefies, \yer there is not on 


% v 


in the Royal Colledge at Niſmes, a - 

Gy of Latiguedoc in France, where it was _ 
written. But 4s ſoon 4s it was Printed; it was 
uppreſt by the command of Authority, probibi-- 
= all as to keep any of them, Kee " know - 
not what ſevere penalties , and ſuch Copies as | 
could be found, were publickly burnt by the Hang- | 
man, about 1660. Whereupon the poor Gentle= | 
man, for fear of being condemned to keep compa- -\ 
with his Books, was forced to fly to Geneva, | 
where he not loig after dyed, Theſe ſtuerities- | 
of our' Adverſaries bring to my remembrance” \ 
what: a learned and ingenious Frenchman once 
told me, viz. That this ſmall Traft hath more 
netled their Party, than any one Piece that ever | 
was extant in France ſince the Reformation ' of -- 
Religion there. Whether that be a miſtake, I | 
know-not'; but this 1 dare affirm, That thouwch | 
many famous men of that ' Kingdom have, inthe | 
memory of this Age, written very ſmartly a-' 


| 


of ther whoſe Perſon and Writings have had ſuch | 
bard meaſure. Whenct it appears, that our A+ | 
they (his "very Enemies being Tadrery bath made 
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| : | -- - The Preface, 
|! good what be undertook , viz. He hath deſtroyed 
that great Diana the Maſs, and hath alſo, by 
way of prevention, deſtroyed all the Arguments 
made uſe of oy" the Romiſh Dottors for the 70> 
oring and re-eſtabliſbing of her; which he hath 
\ ſo well performed, that to this very day, not one 
of. them bath dared ſo much as to attempt tore- 
vive ber, by anſwering his Book; ſo that here 
you may ſee ber laid in her Grave, without hope 
of Reſurreltion : and therefore the Book may very 
| ficly be termed,' The Funeral of the Maſs ; and 
conſequently, The” Funeral of Romiſh Hereſies 
| and [dolatries, as the Author well obſerves. For 
| the truth is, the Maſs and the Romiſh Religi- 
on are almoſt convertible-Terms ;, ſo that if the 
# former be deftroyed, the latter maſt wes 4a 
| sts firſk Nothing : and therefore our Author ha- 
| wing deſtroyed the Maſs, hath deſtroyed the thing 
| called Popery too. As for the monſtrous' þ 
| ſurdities and Blaſphemies which flow from this 
one Romiſh Deitrine of the Sacrifice of the Mais, 
cbey would fill whole Volumes , but I ſhall con: 
| rent my ſelf to fay, That the Maſs conſifts of 
-- nore groſs and abominavle Superſtitions, Phana- 
Þ riciſms, and Idolatries, than ever have been be- 
| beved or prattiſed by the moſt ignorant Pagans. | - 
{ What the Tenets of the Romajiiſts are, and 
what their Prattices have been in reference to 


| Proteſtant Magiſtrates and People, woful an 
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©" "The Preface; THE 

.. fad experience hath ſufficiently taught the World 
/ hall mely add, fy they LS pernicious to 

our Bodies and Eſtates, as their Heretical Do” 

tFrines,. and Idolatrous Services afe to our Souls. 

And tonſequently,-to intredute Popery into this 

Kingdom, would be an aft as unpolitick. as Anti- 

chriſtian, as hath been demonſtrated in that” in-. 

comparable Piece, entituled, The Eſtabliſhed 

Religion, in oppoſition to Popery. But be- 

canſe (1 know not by what ſtrange infatuation or | 

enthantment, or rather by what wonderful Fudg- 

ment of God) this monſtront, abſurd, and deſiru-. 

tive (ſbal I call it?) Religion-prevails amon 

ut, T thought good to Engliſh and Print this. 

ſmall Treatiſe, as the beſt Antidote againſt Po-: 
pery (the Holy Scripture excepted) that ever 1 

read; and for ought I know, it is not inferiour 

ro the beſs of this kind that ever was yet extant : to 

which-opinion the harſh uſage it hath had fromour 

Adverſaries, as eforeſal doth certainly give 

 #0- ſmall teflimony, But I know that the | Holy 
Scripture it ſelf cannot profit, except God 
aha to give bis Bleſſing, much; leſs can this 
Book : and therefore I earneſily beſeech him, That 

he would make it proſperous and ſucceſiful, for 

| © the good of Souls, and if any ſhall receive be- 
nefit by it, I deſire them to give him all the glo- 
ry, and then I ſhall think my ſelf infimtely recom- 
penſed for my- pains in tranſlating it. 2 
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| The Contents of- the Chapters. 


Chap. 


Con the. "548 of theſe- words 
This is my Body. | Page, 1. 
Chap. II. 


| 2, Gimcerning the Expoſition. of theſe words, He 


. that cateth-my, fleſh, and drinketh-imy: 
blood hath eternal —_ "ay fleſh ismeat, 
.- indeed,. Fc © - 32— 44 203 
Chap. 11, - To Ts 
| 2.  Againſ Tranſubſtantiation. 43k. 495 | 
1 PT Con T, wit 0A os 
Againſt t e.Yealipre ence of. Chriſts A an 
{ih Hy or reed. Wafer.-; Af | 
| Chap. - V. 
lg. - Againſt the adoration or mmf of the 
———— y S 
Chap. vi. RTE) ; 
js. Ar cinſt he taking away of the Gp. B2. 
Chap. wt. Th 
. Apain the Maſs. "es gh $5n 54 95- 
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| had ſpoken contrary to the common uſage 
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| contrary tothe uſage of all the world, and |} 


takes words otherwiſe than allother mendo, 


8 muſt without doubt, ſpeak very obſcurely : bs 


But if Jeſus Chriſt by theſe words,' This i my 
Body, had meant the real preſence of his Bo- 
dy.-in the Hoſt (as the Romilb Defttors aſſert) 
and conſequently had meant” the ſubſtantial 
converſion of the Bread;into his Body, he 


of alh the "at's and hah taken the wo 
otherwiſe all other"men do, "whiff 
thus proye.\. There was neyer anyr.Author 


| Either facred, or or pr ane, that made nſe of 


ſoch words as t s 85 my Body, to- lig- 


P nifie the lobſtadtial converſion of one thing 
| into. anther z,  arto ligntfie the real preſence 
| of a thing inmediately after the'pronounc- 


| ing af them, and not before. rar didros 
there was never any man that did not 

N to fignife, that the” #15 og | 
y that which it was fatd- be. For: = 
ple ; 'When God the Father," ſpeaking of 
eſus Cariſt, ſaid;* This 5s my beloved Son; it 


bs certain that Jeſas Chriſt was, the Son of 
LC Kr God Bad fe 3, and'jqcomnion 
[|| vfage i it is never faid this 1s that; ts prepe the the 
|| rhiog 'be fo before it 'fs faid: tobe 

f ample ; Wedo not ſay thizis « Table, before 
| that, which we mean by the word ch37, be a 


For ex- 


Table. 


(3) fs 

Table. Theretore it iscontrary, to the com- 
mon ſtile of all Authors,as well facredas pro- | 
Pphane, and contrary to the common uſage 
all men, to make theſe words of Jeſus Chriſt, 
This is my Body,to ſignifie the ſubſtantial con- 
verſion of the Bread into-Chriſts Body, and 
the real preſerce of his Body tn the Hoſtim- < 
 mediately after the pronouncing of them by - 
| the Prieſt, and not before. Seeing then that 

Jeſus Chriſt, when he ſaid, This 55 my Body, did 
not ſpeak contrary tothe common uſage of 
all the World, and did not-take the words 
otherwiſe thanall other men dozit neceſſarily 
follows that theſe words of Jeſus Chriſt, This 
_ 4s my Body, do not ſignifie the ſubſtantial con- 
. verſion of the Bread into Chriſts Body, nor 
the real preſence of Chriſts-Body in the Hoſt 
immediately after the Prieſt hath pronoun- 
ced them, and not before. And this being 10, 
the Romiſh Doftors muſt ſeek fome other pal- 
ages of Scripture, than this, This.5s my Body, 
to prove ſuch a converſion, and ſuch a pre- 
ſence: and ſeeing they can-find none. I con- 
clude that ſuch aconverſion,, and ſuch a. pre- 
ſence, have no foundation in. holy Scripture. 
! - 2. Fhat which L have ſaid concerning 
j common: uſage is:'founded on this reaſon, - 
1 viz.. becayſe things mult be before-there can 
be any Image, Picture, or Repreſentation of 


Ay thems 
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| $ Kings Perſon, ſhould _ this is the' King, the 


4) 
them,” -and conſequently Images are- after 
the things, whereof they are lwages :. But 
words are the Images of COnCeptions, and 
conceptions the Images of things : There- 
fore things are ſach before we can really COn- 


|| ceive them to beſach, and we conceive then 
to be ſuch, before we can ay they are ſuch. 


Therefore that which Jeſus Chriſt held, and 


gave to his, Diſciples,  expreſled by the word 
this, was his body, before he conceived that 


it was his body, and he conceived that it_ | 
was his body, before he faid This is my Body, | 


and conſequently:i it-is not by: vertue of theſe 
words, This 54 my Body, that that which Je- 
ſvs Chriſt gaveto his Diſciples, exprelſedby 
the word th, was his Body ; but rather.it.is 
by bleſſing the bread, or tharkſgiving, that 
the bread was made the Body of Chriſt; be- 
cauſe it was made the Sacrament: of: :it- 

Whence it-follows that theſe words cþ1ix 55 


my body, muſt be expounded"thus, this bread | . 
is my body, and theſe words, . this bread is | 
my body, muſt be expounded thus, this bread l 


is the S ACT ment of voy! _ 3 _—_— I prove 
thus - 

'3: 'A Propoſition muſt be Ka xpounded ac- 
cording to the nature of the thing inqueſti= 
on; for example, If a man, Pointing at the 


Pro- 


£ 


| 
| 


(5 " 
| Propaſitiad muſt be.expounded:thus, hy is * 

| the Kings Perfor,. becauſe the Kings Perſon is, 
meant ;But.if aiman cominginto a Painters. 
Shop,; and pointing. at- the Rings Pittures: 
_ ſays: this is: the King, the Eh x : 
| ;be expounded 'thus,- this 46 tbe Kings, 
Pillare x -becauke here; his- Piture- 1s. meant., 

| Even ſd jf Jeſug Chriſtlaying hishand on his, 

| Breaſty. had ſaid. this is.my. Body, we muſt 

| without:doubt: haveundetſtood the Prapoli- 

| tion: concerning his real Body; and not. con- 
q cerning the Signz:or Sacrament. of.it, becauſe ' - 
| his: very Bady had;bgen they.qeant, atid not, 

{ the SISR of Sacramebt of 1 16: But; us Chriſty 
being about-to inſtityte the Eychariſt; and.to ' | 
that end;having taken-bread;bleſſedit,and gi 
YER Nana with theſe words, Z 
eat, thipis my-Bady, cs ey identthat theymu 

| beyndreſtaadofcthe;acrament (of his Body's » 

W nee oorecoagF cone ke ie wut 
W/E 46 AINERH Of 1A) 09 4F 3-1; ere 
| the Sartanburofthis Bac!is: meant, And/{ce 


_ Inya Sacrament 452 vidible;fign of; an jnvalibl wy 
gracthanths GountGiligf Ther bh ks th ' 
SeiſiaD Atiis evidea bh 11-88 
imrinyBodya being wrpanaged b Hep 
Car ane of rye mat ene 2996 4hu5> - 
k ring 14 BAY 51 wang I cont TO 


| thus: $4. F & jTh ; TR hs J F05T&730e off « 
Ss 24 £ po 'Tri-2 


*t 6 ) 
"x: Jothele evjo Propoſiciosy Thad my bo- || 
dy, This cap is the 'New Teltament in my blood, | 
the word [Jn uſt be taken in the fame ſenſe, 
becauEt they afealike, having been pronour- | 
{ _ ced upon the ame matter, vsz. the one upon 
| ' onepartoftheSatramexit,and the other upon 
-theotherpartofit;andbecauſe of like things 
we muſt give # Hke: jadgment. / But in this 
Propoſition, thrs cup: 55 the New Teſtament, the | 
word [Tis not taken/for- a real and tran- 
| fybſtantiated being ; bur for a Sacramental | 
il and bgnificativEbeing 7 breauſe neither the 
[+ cup, nor that which 1s: inthe cup, is changed 
into a Teſtament either isir really-anda_. 
properly a-Teſtament;'/ but the bachnander | 
of the New Teſtament. Therefore-i In this 
Propoſi ition likewiſe, this 5s my body, the | 
word [5s] is'not takenfor a reat and-tran- 
ſubſtantiated = -butiforca Sactamental 


and ſignificative being at coofbauenrt as 
. lon, op is the New heme F 


n and and Sacrament of the | 
ſtion; as bs: - 


EST of my: i Do 


l Whenees folj6ws that ig one. fin A Praper : 
firion of. Jeſiis'Chriſt th the inſtitution of | 


the Sacrament of the Enchariſt, viz GERD 
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_ and blood'of Chriſt to believers: 


< 7. ) , 
icehe New Teſtament, there are-tw& i : 
one in the' ord Cp, being taken. tqÞ. that 
which'is in the cup ;-this is a figure/called'a_- 
Metonymie, whereby the thing contaifiing-is - 
taken for the thing contained. The ather' 
Figure is; that the cup is called the New. Te- 
ſtament :. thisalſo is a Figure called a ders | 
nymie, whereby the ſign is called by the name- | 
of the thing ſignified, And therefore the Ro- 
iſh DoCtors are miſtaken whe they. tell us | 
that all: that: Jeſus Chriſt ſaid when he inſti» * 
tuted the Enchariſt, . muſt be taken literally _ 
and without a figure. But withalwermuſt not | 
imagine that. Jeſus! Chriſt ſpake obſcurely, 
becauſe he 'ſpake figuratively, theſe figures 
and:manners'of ſpeech, being commonly and 
familiarly uſed by all all the World:  -- | 
Fe Wen roginbey mr aw this : 
body, tbiz 58 Muir DC EXpPounds» | 
ed thus; this Bread;is the Sign and Sacramietit 
of ny Body;: this Wine is the Sign- atid Sa- 
crathent of 'my-Blood, . we do not mean that | 
the Bread and Wine are ;barely and ſimply - 
ſigns-of: Chriſts Body and Blood. , but we | 
believe that the: Bread and; Wine in the Ey> 
chariſt are ſigns: that. ;do:exhibit; the body 
they dojby-the monthof th —_ _ 
mounthof the body-xeceive 
ESC the iſ they do: 
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(18:)) . 
theſame time, by the mouth-of theſoul;vx.: 
by-'Faith,' receive the Body--of Chriſt bro- 
ken, and” his Blood ſhed for: the remiſſion-of 


W their ſins; aswill be proved in the next Cha- 


-: 6.7 AWd' hereunto - this one: Argument: is 
When @ marsfaith that a thihg is fuchz::af--it 


[| _ be novſiich; {turing the whole times: which 


he:imploys in-faying it._'is ſuch) he:makes a 
talfepropoſition;/ For example; Wheoa man 


faith that a'Wall is white; 1tit be not white; 


| diringthewtioletime he imploys id faying 


its white;iemakesa'falſepropoſition: Bur 
(according tothe Remiſh Dgpdors): when: Je+ 

fus Chrilt {2ids (this 53 my Bady, it it;wwas not 
his- body during'the whole! time-which ihe 
imployed in:{ſaying #his ic2nybddy ; 'foreithey 
fay, was higbddgrafterward only: There- 
fore--accorditigto the {aw/b Doftotey feſus 
[Ei leq opofvidni:iwiechhcs 
ing blaſphemougtoatirdd, wemoſftday down 
this for- 4 foundation, that thatrwhiogoſes 


| Chriſt gave hisDilcipkegwhtnhe faid; rhe ks | 


wy bsdy, wighisbduy worbaly aftetbe-batl - 

Tr 21644 Hitgheoad layimgitandibed = 
fors he hidiy//2yrefhereiebatc this Aivans 
t2perof thoſe ofthe! kanibtrChurokothd tiwe 
believe” the\trathlof theſe nwords) off Jefis 
Chriſt; +1443 xy body,,much betterthah _ 
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(9) X 
do ; becauſe they believe it at one time only, 
viz.. after he had-ſaidit:: but we believeit at 
three ſeveral times, viz. before he ſaid it; 
when he was ſaying it, - and after-he-had ſaid | 
it. But here ſome may objeCt that we muſt - 
not take the words of -ounLord in to rigo> 
rous a ſenſe, and. that in theſe words, this is 
my body, we muſt take the preſent: tenſe for 
the next Future, and then the ſenſe will be 
this, this will immediately be my'/bedy. .'F> 
which I anſwer, that:the Romiſh Do@orsavill 
have-us takeTheſe words,” this is mybody;'in 
the rigour of 'the literal ſenſe,-and/theii the 
propolition-is evidently falſe. 7: know. that 
the Preſent tenſe may be taken” for the next 
Future,:as when Jeſus Chriſt ſaid,- 1 go rowny | 
Father, and to. your Father ;, I goto my God, and. 
70 your God.:: that is, 1 ſhall go-ſpeedily;. But 
who.canbe fo bold andignorantas to'affiriy 
| that this/ſpeech is without 4 Figure,-' ſeeing: 
all Grammarians know that- it 'is' a-Figure. 
called Enallage of time? Therefore the-Rawſh- 
Dottors' muſt confeſs} 'that by-their:own * 
do&rine-this propofition--of Jeſus Chriſt; | 
this ts my. body;is-either falle orfigarative; and 
"thatiſeing it is not falſe, - it muſt'be figuras 
tive, ahd that the figure muſt be a'/Mſev677y,nve; 
whereby the ſign takes the name of the thing: 
ignified (4s hath already been proved) afid 
notanEnallageof time. CHAP. 


( 10) 


Concerning the Ex potion of theſe words, 


He thet cateth my fleſh, and. drinketh- my blood 
"Net ; termed nee a9 HOWS i5 mieat indeed, 


9 * oo ew 


wy this SEE. I ſhall. Drove that EY, 
:Chriſt ſpeaks of a ſpiritual eating and 
drigkingby Faith, and not of acorporezleat- 
| inganddrinking by the mouth of the body. 
My reſt Argomzens i is this ': . When a man 
wapld fatisfie; his hunger, and quench his 
thirſt, be eateth, and drinketh that thing, 
which he hungers and thirſts after j becay - 
eating- ſatisfieth | hunger; 5 and drinking 
bh thirft;.:But:ic is by Faith, that is, 
by believing in Jeſus Chriſt; that we fatis- 
fie the hunger, 2nd quench-the thirſt which - 
wehave after Chriſt, -for it is in_the ſixth 
of St. Joby, He that cometh to me ſhall never 
bnnger, 4nd be that believeth; in me foall never 
= mf: Thereforeitis by Faith or. by belie- 
8 viogs;that. we: cat and:drink: Jeſus Chriſt 3, 
and conſequently the cating of Chriſts fleſh, 
and drinking his blood. 1 Is 1 » and. not. 
carporal. 
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2. My 


"CJ 
:.> 2. + My-ſecond Argument is this: Jeſus * 
Chrilt ith; Hethat'eatetb my fleſh, and drinks 
«th myblood hath eternal life. And except” 
» | carthe fleſh of the Son of man and drink his blood, 
Ye bave no life in" you, John 6. But it is the ' 
z } {piritval cating and drinking by Faith"that 
; | gives lifeeternal, and not the corporabeat=> . Þ 
ing and drinking by the mouth'of the bodyz - | 
becauſe many Reprobates: (according to-the F} 
very doQrine of Rome it ſelf): do corporal- 
ly eat-the fleſh, and drink the blood of Chriſt 
and yet ſhall notinherit eternal life. _ - 
31/34: The third Argument "is taken from S. 


wang the words of. Jeſus Chriſt” as' we do. 
St. Jupuſtiain Book 3. of Chriſtian Dottrine, 
ſpeaketh thus, To rat the-fleſk of Chriſt is @ fi: 
gure,- tearing #4 to partake of. Chrifts- Paſſion, | 
arid to-Lopriont ini our memories with-. eval 
priſe,” #har Ohviſt war crucified \ fare wa No : 
3 Cijeta'in- his-Commentary' on: St. Fabw 5: 7 
faith; Tveat the feſt of "Clv5f; - and drink;his © 


bleod, is faith in Chvifts Heath ;' ſo that the ſenſe . * 
is this "if you Mfe ot the death of the Son of man | 
as neat and Hrink, Airy urine oi : 


+ | tre And haying ſufficient 
| ved his Expoſition, he'adds : To:ear _ 

| the Sacrament _ wy! Common, 45,'W 

h hes 


, and''Cardinal Cajeran,' who ex- 


If ES 
I thoſe that eat- umworthily; {, 4s to Hhoſe that: eat pn 
j' -worthily -; but that which Teſjus Chriſt, ene nc 
i _ ſpeaks of, is not common to. both, for'be- ſaith, be 
that eateth my fleſh, and. drinkgth 'my blood, 
bath eternal life ; he ſaith not he' that. eateth | 
worthily and drinketh worthily, but he that. eat- 
eth and drinketh. | Whence it clearly appears, 
- that according'to the Letter, he ſpeaks pot Þh 
of-cating end drinking the Sacrament/o& tht Fhi 
Euchariſt, but of eating and drinkingiof the þt 
death of /Jefts Chriſt > - {2 2591 P 
_ 4+ Now that we may..Clearly' ynderftand. 'J4 
_ this doctrines, wemuſt tondider!s] whereiogthe: 
life which Jeſus Chriſt piyesu$ dothdoliſb; Þþ 
for ſeing the fleſh-of Jeſus Chriſt 15 meat: to | 
us,: becauſe it-gives us life; it 18 evident.that þr 
if we know what" life that is -which..Jeſus $0! 
ry gives:us, we muſt know likewiſe, bow Þ 
eſns Ghriſt is.mecatto us,-:and;. confaquantly 
how we-eat;hitm.!, But ite; Know _—_— 
life -is-whieh:Jeſys Chriſt:gipes:us,”: iwe: 41 
_ confider. what thatdeath is in which'we were Þ 
{nvolved, which' is'exprelttd: by." St. Pas!, 
Epheſ, 2.in theſe words. :When.we ara deaa 
in frets wndtreſpaſſes\God hath ywthned, wtoge: 
F ber with:Ghrift. : - by grace; ye- ane ſoveds and Bu 
conlequently;the -death! in. which-we were 
_ Involved, conſiſts-in two things, firſt in the 
curſe of the Law, which imports the privati-. 
| | on 
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dn of felicity, and the ſuffering of temporal 

ndeternalpuniſhment for eur;Sins. Second- 
yit conſiſts in ai habitual corruption;where- 
by fin raigns in us 3 and therefore it is ſaid 
1 Tar>- 51 The widow that lives in pleaſure is 
lead while ſhe liveth,” Alſo fins are called dead 
wi Heb. 10. 'So that the.life _ __ 
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£1 wven 
K out'.: the hls hlig ation. Tz : 
bligaviot enadet 


r ms the. m5. becauſe, it did\oblige.ath the! 


@ 


x I of it td. acurſe;, Secondiys:. It: 
onſiſts in _'regeneration;-.dr. ſanRtificatlor 
ſhereof | Jekis Chriſt >ſpeiking im 7obr('3,) 
ith, iExzept amanbe. b0rn-ag Arn he.caunet.en>' 

r snto:the Kingdom: of Gad. :i\and"St.:Panl, 
eb. 12: Without: holingſs -no-man'ſhell. ifee the. 
4. Fherefore ſeeing that the.life which: 
eſus'Chriſt hath purchaſetl:for -dg3” conſiſts 
the pardon of our ſins;»and .in-'our rege- 
ration, and fanCtifications:!which entſsan! 
lorification, and that Jeſus Chriſt is called; 
at in reference to this life, ; we muſt con-! 
der the means; whereby Jeſus Chriſt hath 
i- Forchaſed theſe things fon us; and:ſeeing/ it; 
is 
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ww > 0a 


@ 


S 


45 © 7 FR 


is certain, that - his death is' the means by 
which he hath purchaſed pardon of ſins,” andf;, 
© Tegeneration,. we muſt conclade -that Jeſusf 
Chriſt is the food and. nouriſhment of ourf 
ſouls in regard-of the 'merit- of his death[. 
But ent pp Chriſt by his death hath pury, 
chaſed life for us, (that is: juſtification, whi 

confiſts in thepardon. of our ſins, and rege- 


IS 
—_— —_ _— ” holineſs of life 0 
appears by the ages of Scripture; . vizÞ, 
We are Joliet by be Theed of Chriſt; . and re- l 
conciled to God by: his Death. "Rom. 5. Wl. 
have redemption by his blood, even the remifſi 
of ſins. Ep - 5 bes Hens us 5n thif., 
ody of his fleſh by his death,” that he may preſent 
us holy, without ſpot, and blameleſsin his þ "I =; 
Coll. '1. We are fanttified by the offering of thel,” 
body of Feſus Chrift once for all, Heb.. 10. Chrifif 
loved the: Church, and gave bunſelf for it, tha 
he might {anthifis and cleanſe it with the waſh 
 1ng.of water by'the 'word," that be might preſeillh, 
it unto himſelf « glorioxs Church, &c." Eph. 5: 
Therefore-keing feſas Chriſt hath purchaſed ; 
_ life for usby his death, and that hisfleſh an : 
} 


blood are our-meat and drink (becauſe they 
purchaſed life eternal for ns on the Croſs,vizÞ 
the remiſfion of. out ſins, and ſanfificationh; 
ending in glorification) it follows that 'th 
ation whereby: Jeſus Chriſt'is applied wy i 
0 


1 RE, | 
but. righteouſneſs and ſanQtification, is the 
<fame by which we eat the fleſh of Chriſt, 
end drink his blood. But this ation is no 
boy ing elſe but Faith, .as the Scripture tells 

"bs: Being juſtified by faith we have peace with 
"Ed, Rom: 5. God purifies our bearts by faith. 
Ia. 15. He that believeth hath eternal life, 
Rohn 6. From what hath been ſaid form 
1; $his Argument. That Action whereby 'we 
» Þbtain remiſſion of ſins, 'and' ſanfification, 
w nding in glorification, is the ſame,whereby 

"Fe have that life, which Jeſus Chriſt hath 
”, (urchaſed for us by his death z becauſe that 

"Fife principally conſiſts in the remiſſion of 

. £1, and ſanCtification, as: we have proved.- 

; But the ſpiritualeating,and drinking by faith 

.aand not the corporal by the mouth, 1s that 

--Eftton, whereby we obtain remiſſion'of ſins, 
'q, nd fanCtification, as we have alſo proved. 

herefore the ſpiritual eating and drinking 
©) faith is the aftion,whereby we have that 

-\Site, which Jeſus Chriſt hath'purchaſed for 
' Ws by his death, and not the corporal eating 

and. drinking by the mouth. And conſequent- 

y ſeeing in St. John 6. a certain cating and 

arioking is ſpoken of, whereby-we have that 
ite which Jeſus Chriſt hath purchaſed for ns 

Sy his death; it is evident that a ſpirituab 

ating and'drinking, is there ſpoken-of,/and. _ 
lot a corporal. _ 5- From 


(16) 
. 5. From what hath' been ſaid it appeargp! 
that when Jeſus Chriſt ſaith, -y fleſh. is medÞl 
#*naeed, &c. the i figure falls upon the wor 

meat,whichis taken not for corporal but ſpi 
ritrak meat. The reaſon whereof is;that cor 

|| poral food is that 'which is appointed for t 
'Y nouriſhment of the body, as ſpiritual: foot 

= - is:that which is appointed forthe nourifh 

Is ment of the ſoul; ſo that although corpora 
vx food: be taken bythe mouth of the body,yet 

| thatconly. doth not make'it tobe corpor: 
| - food, exceptit be taken for the nouriſhment 

* ofthe body; otherwiſe poiſon, medicine, aÞ 

W bullet,&c.which aman ſhould ſwallow wouldÞc 

| be corporal food ;which is abſurd to affirmP 

17 But the fleſhof Chriſt, which is pretended to 

FF becaten inthe Euchariſt by themouth of thels 
. body,is not appointed for the nouriſhment of 

the body;becauſe that food which is appoint 

| ed for the nouriſhment'of the body is chang- 
| ed/into theſubſtance of the- body « but 'theP 
| body of Chriſt is: notichahged-into the ſab-Jt 


ii} ſtance-of our bodies': 'Therefore:the fleſh off 

|} Chrilt is not a corporal food, but his fl-(h 
. broken; and ' his blood ſhed on the Croſs, 
is a ſpiritualfood which nouriſheth the ſouls] 
of thoſe, who:hyartroeand lively faith, dof 
embrace' this fleſh: broken, : and' this blood} 

| ſhed ;} thatis,: who:to:-wholly: reſt :and rely | 
$33<! S 4 > ;7  .. JON 
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(17) ot: 
xargn the merit of his' death and paſſion' for: 
meqpbtaining mercy from God. And certainly, 
vorfccing That the life: which Jeſus Chriſt gjves- 
: ſpiſus by'his deathyis/piritual, thatthe nouriſh 
corfment is ſpiritnal; ithat the eating his-Body:: 
r thþ8d drinking his Blood, is ſpiritual (as hath: 
foo@$t#en proved) it follows that his fleſhmuſt be 
riſhÞpiritual meatzand his blood ſpiritual drink: 
oraljand this fleſh'of Chriſt is:incomparably bet-- 
,yeteer,' and/ more. truly: meat indeed-in regard * 
orafſok its effects,” than' corporal food 'can' be, ' 
enfſoccauſe/ it doth better, and more petfeRtly 
e, 4pouriſh the ſouls of Believers: than corporal 
uldpood doth their bodies; this being corrupti-' 
rm-Ple food which gives temporal life only ; but: 
| tofchat. ſpiritual and- incorruptible food which - 
theſgives life eternal. ot (of ices, 
of} -6- I conclude this Chapter with this con-- 
nt-fideration. When a dofrine is propoſed” 
18- rhich Is L pretended' to be divine; and that 
h \ |» 2a? es: Df. Ol | Scripture are alledged for 
b-Jthe proof of it,-if it oppoſeth, or ſeems to 
offoppoſe ſenſe and reaſon, and to uiclude-cory t 
-ſſcradiftions 3' and” that a more -ſnutable and - 
6, rational ſenſe can be found- out for thoſe* {| 
11s paſſages, ſo thatall-theſe inconveniences and 
dogcontradidtions: nap be: avoided-; -/ there is 
>dynothing more juſt than that we ſhould eim-! 
ly JÞrace that probable and rational ſenſe, and 
nf 4/41 reject 


- 


i which -the Romiſh Doors  impertinently 


P 


bf © > | 
reject that dofrine- which oppoſeth ſenſe 


and reaſon, and ſeems to. imply contradi 


Qaions =" But the dottrine ofthe real preſence 


and the Tranſubſtantiation of. the Bread intc 
his Body, is repugnant to ſtnle and'reaſon, 


{ ' of the Manhoodvf, Jeſus Chriſt io the Hoſt. Þ 


and ftems'to include divers contradiCtions; 


(viz. that a humane body-is in a point with- 


out any local extenſion, that a body may beſſ 


| In divers places at-one: and the ſame-time, 
that the Bread and Wine: are changed into 


the Body-and Blood of Chriſt, : which were 


- - before; that accidents may be without alfl: 


ſubject, &c.) And the paſſages that :are-im-ſþ 


pertinently alledged-to prove fuch [a pre- 
ſence,..and fuch'a chavge,: have doſe Tery 
commodious-and rational, for the avoiding 
all theſe'contradiCtions, as appears in this 
and the former Chapters where | have ve- 
ry rationally expounded thoſe two: paſlages 


| | make vie of for this-ſubje«: Therefore 
they ought to embrace that.commodious and 
' + - rational ſenſe which; we 'have;given them ; 


_ and to reje& the dofrine ;of, the real pre-! 


ſence. of the Body of Jeſus: Chriſt. in the 
- |. Hoſt; and the doctrine of Tranſibſtantia- 
_ *tiow vr onile mods 3h 7 anni 1 flae! 
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CHAP, Ul. 
Againſt Tranubſantiation. 


Ranſubſtantiation- is the cubſtantial 
| converſion of the Bread-and Wine - 
ithfnto the Body, and Blood of Chriſt, which - 
y el: deſtroy” by divers Arguments /; : "ho firlt 
me;flwhereof: is this: 

ntoff \ In every ſubſtantial converſion, that thing 
rereflinto which another thing-is convertedy- is 
it affalwayes newly produced. For example, 
Im-Swhen ſeed is converted into an animal, that 
h coimel is . newly produced ; when. Jeſus 
hriſt turned the water intg wine, the wine 
was newly produced, &c. But the Body and © 
(Blood of. Chriſt cannot be newly. prodiced- © 
Jin the Szcrament'of the Euchariſt: Therefore 
esthe Bread ard Wine are;not ſubſtantially 
converted into the Body and Blood of Ghrift . 
Fin the Sacrament of the Enchariſti > The - 
ndyfcond Propoſition, viz. that the Bodyand 


n;{Blood of Chriſt cannot be newly - Produfegs | | 


re-J1 proye thus: - Fhat which js: newlytprody: 
heJced receives anew; being, ; Pp na 9 Pi9+ 
a- duce a thing, and {0 Eve It x0. 

 Jand the fame-: [But the-Body.and- 
5 | nor cannot; nee a new: beings which 
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prove thus : A' man cannot receive that 
which he hath, while he hath it, and there 
fore he cannot receive a being while he hath 
a being; for as it is impoſſible to take away a 
being from that which hath no being ; ſoit is 
impoſlible to givea being to that which hath 
a being already : and as you cannot kill af} 
dead man, ſo.you cannot give life to one that 
is living. But the Body and Blood of Chriſt 
have, andalways will have a being : There 
fore they cannot receive one, ' and: conſe-}l 
_ cannot be reproduced in the Eucha- 
riſt. 

2, My ſecond Argument is this. In eve 
ry ſubſtantial converſion, ' that thing which, 
is converted into another is deſtroyed. Fe 
example, When the water was turned inte 
wine, the water was deſtroyed : But in the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt the Bread and} 
Wine are not deſtroyed by the Conſecra-Þj: 
tion; which Þ prove thus : In the celebray 
tion of the Euchariſt there is breaking, gi-|ſ 
ving, eating and drinking afrer the conſe-J; 
cration, as appears by the very prattice of 
our. Adyerfaries, who after conſecration; ſi} 
break 'th& Hoſt, and divide'it into" threef 
paves, Io congacs the Communicants], 
but conſecrated Hoſts, and eat and drink} 
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Scripture faith, that in the celebration of } 
the Euchariſt, Bread isbroken, "that ' Bread - .: 
and Wine are piven,. and that Bread tseaten 
YM and Wine drank, as appears by theſe fol> Þ} 
w lowing paſlages. St. Paul, 1 Gr. 10.. faith; 

My 7he bread which we break is it rot the communion 
of the dy of Chriſt ;” and 1 Gor. 11. Saint 
Math. 26. St. Mark T4. and St. Luke 22, it 
is faid that Feſus Chriſt rook bread, brake it, 
and gaveit; andSt. Mark 14. and'St. Marth, 

26. Jeſus Chriſt after he had participated of 
ff the Sacrament of ' the Encharift, faith, 7 wil 
drink. no more of this fruit of the Vine”: and Þþ} 
VER 1 Cor, 11. As often a4 ye eat this bread and_. 
drink this cup. Let a mai examine himſelf,' | 
nd ſo let him eat of that bread and drink of _| 
bat cup.  - | LM 
" 3. Secondly, When Jeſus Chritt. ſaid” to 
his Diſciples, Drink, ye all of this, St. Matth:; 
rey26. that is, drink yeall of this cup, either 
TraFhe commanded to drink*'of 'a Crip of Wine 
Sl-Jor of a cup of Blood - if, he commanded 
nie-Sthem to'drink of a cup of Wine, then it 
e offifollows that they drank nothing but Wine,-- 
OoMlbecaule it 5 certain that they obeyed Jefus - 
reegChrift; forit is 1ald St. 2/ath 14. that rhey 
Intl! drank. of it." Or if he commantted them 
FINEto drink of a Cup of Blood, thenit follows 
-Uhefthat the Wine was already changed into his 
 , " *'B2 "Blood Þ 


\ i 
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- Ten, but of the Wine only, &c. 
1 the Euchariſt we cannot, after the confers: 


\h cideats, or parts w; the Body a and" Blood of 


— 22 'Y 
Blood, becauſe.i it is not probable that Jeſus 
Chriſt ſaid to them, Drink ye all of this cup 


_of Blood, and yet that it was not a cup of 


Blood, but a cup of Wine. But, when Je- 


Ins Chriſt ſaid,. Orink ye all of this, he did 


not ſpeak to them of a cup. of-Blood, for 
the Wine was not then. converted* into 
Chriſt's Blood, becauſe "(according -to- our 
Adverſaries) it was not changed until Jeſus 
Chriſt had made an end- of ittering theſe 


_ following words, for this is my blood, But, 
he uttered theſe words, Drink ye all of this, 


before he uttered. thoſe; « for ho is my Blood, 
becauſe a man muſt utter a, Propolition be- 
fore he can give the reaſon of it. 

4.” Thirdly, When a.thing is converted 
into another, we cannot ſee the effects and 


Properties of the thing converted, but only 
- of that into which it is couverted. For Ex- 


ample, When the. ſed is changed into afi 
animal, we can ſee no more the effects and 
properties of the ſeed, but of the animal 
only ; and when . Jelus Chriſt rurned the 
Water into Wine, the effefts, properties, 
and accidents of. the Water. were 00. more 
art 1n 


tion. perceive the effects, properties, . ac: 


_ Chriſt; 


fries; There remains no Avbject fo 
"they aſſert; the atcidents of Bread and Wine || 
\ There» I? 
fore in the Sacrament of the” Euchariſt there 


"4 29 
Chriſt ; but_we ſee there all the effects, 
properties » and accidents of Bread and 
Wine - Therefore in the Euchariſt, the 
Bread and Wine are not converted into the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt. And/the truth 
is, if that which appears to be Bread, and 
hath all the effe&ts, accidents, and propers- 
ties of Bread, be not Bread, but Chriſt's Bo- 
dy cloathed with the accidents of Bread ; 
then jt may likewiſe be fatd that they thar 
appear'to be 'men, and have-all the effects, 


\ properttes, andaccidents of -men,' are not 


men, but horſes cloathed with theaccidents 
of men. 

5. 'The fourth Argument is this. In eve- 
ry ſubſtantial converfion' there muſt be a 
ſobject to paſs from one ſubſtance 'to #no- 
ther; for then it wonld'be a Creation , 


which 1s the ſole attion that doth not pre- Þ 


ſuppoſe a ſubject. But in the Sacrament of the 


Euchariſt, after the' conſecration, thereisno Þ: 


ſabject 3 'becauſe,” according to our Adver- 


remain 'withour any ſibject at all : 


is no ſubſtantial converſion.” : 
' '6. [The fifth'/Argamentis- drawn from 


hence, That Tranfubſtantiation deſtroys the 
-- $3" nature ty 
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n2ture of- accidents, thus. That do@trine 


which aſſerts that accidents are not accidents 
bur ſubſtances, deſtroys the nature and eſ- 
ſence of accidents, . becauſe It 1s. impoſlible 
that aa accident can be a-ſubſtance. . But the 
do&rine of Tranſubliantiation aſſerts that 


' accidents are .not accigcents, but that they 


are ſubſtances, which | prove thus. That 
dofrine which aflerts: that accidents are not 
inherent,; but. that they ſubſiſt of themſelves, 
doth aſlert that accidents are not accidents, 
but that any are ſubſtances,” becauſe inhe- 
rent is the ellential difference of an accident, 
and ſubſiſtence. But the: doQtrine of 'Tran- 
ſ:bſtantiationafſerts thar accidents are not 
prove thus. That. doctrine which aſlerts 


: that accidents may be without a ſubjet, 


doth aſlert thataccidents are not. inherent 
in a ſubject,. bat. that. they ſubfilt by them- 
ſelves : Byt the doCtrine of  Tranſubſtantia- 


| |4 tion aſſerts that accidents may be. without a 
8 ſabje&; viz. the accidents . of . Bread and 


Wine without any, fabſtance, and without 
any ſubje& to ſuſtain-them ; for by Tran- 


ſubſtantiation the ſubſtance of the Breadand 
Wine is gone, 'and-thetr. accidents remain : 


Therefore thedoQringgof Tranſubſtantiation 


aſſerts that accidents. are not inherent, "= 
wi Q- 


| oe Sh <> 3 


RE EO ens) ea ak” as” eds. 0 -- act ad at 


4d a ail a 


» 10 et 


ki edi 


C7 ww A FF Of w Go wu of 


=, c_—_ 9qy 
» 


- 038} OY 
do ſubſiſt by themſelves, and conſequently af- 
frts that accidents are not accidents, but 


ſubſtances, and ſo deſtroys-the nature and 


eſſence of accidents. ' But here it may be ſaid 
that aCtual inherence doth not conſtitute an 
accident, but aptitudinal onely. - Againſt 
which I form this Arguvent. Whatſoever 


doth exiſt aQually, either it exiſts in ſome- | 


thing elſe a@ually, ſo that it cannot be with» 
out it, which Philoſophers call aftual inhe- 
rence, a5 walking : or elſe it exiſts in and 
by it elf aQtually, fo that it may be alone by 
it ſelf, which Philoſophers term at7ual ex- 
ifence ; the former of theſe conſtitutes an-ac- 
cident, andthe latter conſtitutes a ſubſtance. 
But the accidents of the Bread and Wine, 


2fter conſecration, do exiſt aftually: Therc-- 


fore they muſt exiſt either in ſomething elſe 
attually , * or 1n themſelves actually. Bat 
they do not exiſt in and by themſelves aftu- 
ally, for elſe they would ſubliſt-by themfelves 


and be real ſubſtances, which is impoſſible : 'J 
Therefore they exiſt in ſomething elſe a&tu* I: 


ally, viz; in the ſubſtance of the Bread and 


Wine, and conſequently the ſubſtance of Þ 
the Bread and Wine remains after the Gon». 


kcration,. and ſo there can be. no Tranſyb- 
ſtantiation., - | 


7- The ſixth Argument is drawn from: / 
B 4 this. 


j . 


| Ln — 
this,that Tranſubſtantiation deſtroys the na- 
ture of Sacraments, becanſe every Sacrament 
is a viſible ſign of an inviſible grace, as the 
Council of 7rent faith in Sefſ. 6. and every 
gn relates to the thing ſignified, ſo that we 
muſt ſpeak of ſigns and Sacraments, as of 
. thirgs relating to ſomething elſe. But all 
relative things have, as it were, a double 
being, -viz. an abſolute being which is the 
natural being of the thing, and a relative 
being whereby it relates to ſomething elſe. 
For example, In a man that hath begotten | 
a child, we conſider his abſolute and natural 
being as he is a men as others are, | and 
his relative being, whereby he is a Father, 
and is diſtinguiſhed from other men that 
have no children, and ſo are not Fathers. So 
in the Sacrament of Baptiſm, the-ſign, viz. 
1 the Water, hath an abſolute and natural 
{ - being, viz. its cold and moiſt ſubſtance, 
{ whereby it is water as other watersare 3 and: 
- a telative, ſacramental, and fiznificative be-: 
ing, whereby it is the ſign and Sacrament 
{E of Chriſts Blood, and differs from other wa- 
IE ters that are not imployed for this ſacred uſe. 
| Even ſo inithe Sacrament of the Eucharift, 
the Bread and Wine, which are the ſigns, 
have their natural and abfolute being, viz. 
their ſubſtance whereby They are Bread and 
h Wire, Nl: 
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Wine, as other Bread and Wine,- which 
we commonly uſe; and. their relative; fa- 
he Ecramental, and ſignificative being,'” where-'. 
ry (ey they are the Sacrament and figns of' the 

Body and Blood of Chriſt, and differ from all 
of other Bread and Wine that is not 'thus im- 
ployed. To this I add, That it is impoſſible 


lute, becauſe a relative cannot be without Its 
ſoundation.For examplellt is in:peſſible to be ' 
- BaFather withont being a Man ;' to beequal 
without Guantity, &c. And this being grant-- 
11 (<d, form my, Argument thus, That which 
4 I cakes away. the natural being from figns and 
Sicraments,deſtroys their nature andeſlenee; 
cannot be without the abſolute and natural, 
as. hath been proved.. But the doctrine of 
1 | i ranſubſtantiationdeſtroysthenaturalbeing' 
x of the, Bread and Wine, which are. ſigns*and- 
3. $S2craments of Chriſts Body and, Blood ; for | 
; Bby-Tranſubſtantiation, the'whole ſubſtance? 
+ £0! the Bread and Wine is deſtroyed : There- 
- Ffore the doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation de- 
troys the nature and, effence of Sacraments. 
-..8,.. To this Argument: pur Adverſaries 
” Ninſwer, That in the Euchariſt the Bread and 
YVine are not figns, becauſe by the conſe> 
cration they arp deſtroyed as to their ſub- 
: do Eel. — 


'F 


FB» relative being ſhould be without'an abſo-' . 


© fbccauſe the relative and ficramental being! ' Þ 


| the Bread and Wine only, which I prove 


. Foy 28 4 <: 
ſtance. But ome of them ſay that the ſi igns are 
the accidents of the Bread and Wine ; others 
ſay that the Body and Blood of Chriſt con- | 
_ tained under-the accidents of the Bread and: 

Wine, are the ſigns of the Body, and Blood' 
of Jeſus Chriſt crucified ; Laſtly, others ſay, 
that. neither the accidents of the Bread and 
Wine only, nor the Body and Blood" of 
Chriſt only, but the Body arid Blood of 
Chriſt, together with the accidents of the 
Bread and Wine, are the ſigns of the Body 
and Blood of Jeſus Chriſt crucified's There- 
fore ſeeing thedoftrineof Tranſubſtantiarion 
doth not deſtroy the natural being of Chriſts 
Body and Blood,nor the natural being of the 
accidents of the Bread and Wine,they main-. 
tain-that the doQtrine of Tranſubſtantiation 
doth not deſtroy the nature and eſſence of 
Sacraments, _ 

9. To this] reply, That neither the acci: 
| dents.of the Bread and Wine onily,. nor” the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt only, nor theBo- 
dy and Blood: of Chriſt together with the © 
accidents of the Bread and Wine, are the k 
true ſigns of Jeſus Chriſt cracified- © but Þ® 
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thus-: ſp 
_ Firſt, In'Sacraments there onght to dean (® 
analogy and ſimilitude between the 0 ign, ore 

ohe 


(-i8 3 : 


Fthe thing ignified, as our Adverſaries con- 
Bc, and particularly Card- Bellarmiz, Book 


1. of the Sacrament, chap. 9.. in theſe words, . 


'BTbe fourth thing required in a Sacrament, 1s ' 


that the ſign ſhauld have ſome ſumilitude and and- 


ogy with the thing ſignified. And he quotes 


St. Auguſtine in Epiſt, 2.3. to Boniface, ſpeaking _ 
thus : If Sacraments had not. ſome ſfimilithde of . 
the. things whereof they. are Sacraments they 


could be no Sacraments: But in the Sacraments F' 


of the Euchariſt, nefther the accidents of the 
Bread and Wine, nor the Body. and Blood 
of Chriſt, whether jointly or ſeverally, have 
that ſimilityde.and analogy to the thing ſig- 
nified which is required, bat only the Bread 
and Wineia ſubſtance; becauſe that which is 


principatliy ſignified, and-repreſented by the |; 


figns in the Sacrament of the, Euchariſt, 1s 
the nouriſhment of our ſouls in the hope of 
eternal life : for as Baptiſm 1s. the Sacra- 
ment of our Regeneration and ſpiricual birth, 
ſo the Euchariſt is the Sacrament of our ſpiri-. . 
tual-nouriſhmeat , - as:Card.. Bellarmin con- 
feſſeth in Book: 3. of the Eucharift, chap. 9. _ 
and in Book 4. cbap. 19. he faith, that the S@- 
crament_ of the Euchariſt was ordaiued to preſerve 
ſpiritnal;:life, which cannot be. repreſented 


- % 
* 


and ligntfied, but by ſigns which can nou= 4 


id fiſh our bodies; for the analogy and foul: 1. 
| : - Tide. Þi 


[ 


the ' Enchariſt ſhall be adored: with Latric 
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- tude conſiſts in this, that as the ſigns have 


vertue to nouriſh our bodies for the preſer- 
vation of temporal life ;, ſo the things ſigni- 
fied, have a vertue to nouriſh our ſouls in 
the hope of eternal life. But neither the ac- 
cidents of” the Bread and Wine, - nor the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, whether ſeverallyſ 
or joyntly with the accidents,can nouriſh our 
bodies, '(nonrifhment being eſſentially the 
converſion of aliment into the ſubſtance of a 
living body) and ir is certain that neither 
the accidents of Bread and Wine, nor the 
Body and Blood of Chriſt, whether ſeparate- 
Iy, or jointly with'them, can be converted 
into. our ſubſtance, but only the ſabſtance of 
Bread and Winez and-other aliments which} 
we take: Therefore neither the accidents of 


' "the Bread and VW1ne, -nor-the Body- and 


Blvod of - Chrift,* whether: ſeparately, ar 
jointly with them,are the: true figns;- bu 
the Bread and Wine only, which being the 
ordingxy nouriſhment of our bodies,. do re- 
reſetitts ns theſpirirual nouriſhment of our 
ouls by the Body and Blood. of Chriſt, re 
ceived by Faith. —_ 
”” "IO. ' Secondly, The Conatits of T rent IN 
Seſſion” 13: 'gommands'that the Sacrament of 


according to our Adverſaries, 1s the 
-. " ſovereign 


the accidents of the Bread and Wine ought: | 
not: to be adored; Becauſe they are crea- | 


—_ (31. ) 
ſovereign worfhipUue to God only. But 


tures, and that God obly muſt be adored:: - 
Fherefore the accidents of the Bread and 
Wine, are not the Sacrament of the Eu- - 


\ chariſt. 


Thirdly, A Sacrament is a viſible ſign of | 


an inviſible grace; - as the Council: of Trent - |; 
defines it -in Seſſions 6, and 13- But in the - 


' Euchariſt the Budy and Blood of Chriſt are 


| 


not. viſible ::. Therefore,-in the:Euchariſt the 
body and blood. of Chriſt,are not the ſigns. . 

Laſtly; 1 ſay, that in every Sacrament the | 
gn relates to the thing {1gnified;;. and Re- 


\ lation -is* always between two different 


things; becauſe nothing relates to it If, 
and conſequently nothing can be. both the 
ſign'and Thing ſignified. But the-Body and |; 
Blood of Chriſt are the things ſignified : 
Therefore the Body and Blood of 'Chrilt - 
are not the ſigns, And it is to no-purpoſe | 
to ſay that Jeſus Chriſt in the Maſs is the ſign } 
and figure of himſelf on the Croſs ;. for. Jeſus * 
Chriſt whereſoever he is, is one and the | 


ſame yeſterday," to day;. and: for ever: And ': 


therefore Jeſus Chriſt” not tging different 


- from Himſelf,” cannot be relative to himſelf, | 


nor the ſign of_ himſelf. 


Other | 


” of 
wo, a 


(32 ) 
ff _ Other reaſons, which are uſually alledged 
againſt Tranfubſtantiation will be more 
properly mentioned in the next_Chapter. 
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_-CHAP. Iv. 
If! Againſt the:real preſence of Chriſts Body in the 


Hoſt, or conſecrated Wafer. 


1. T H E R»miſh Dattors affirm, That 


immediately after the Prieſt in the 


||| celebration of the Mak, hath pronounced 
[& - theſe words, this is my body, the body. of 


IM Chriſt is really pre'ent in the Hoſt, and that 
1! it is wholeandentirein every part and point 


TH of the Hoſt ; which-Dottrine 1 deſtroy. by. 
$7! theſe following Arguments, the firſt whereof 
FW! -15 this. | | 


2. ilf a thing be created in a place, ei- 


Y]| ther it-muſt be produced there, or it muſt 


come, or be: brought thither from ſome 0- 


ſ! ther place ; for it is impoſljvle to find out a- 


|| third way:of putting anything in-a- place. 


i | | Aud the Kowyſb:DoCtors bave bitherto been 
6.181 able to invent but ane of theſe two ways 


[Hf Gf putting, Chriſts Body in the Hoſt, the 
BE 7acobins telling us that it is brought thi- 


ther Il 
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ther from ſome other place, and the Jeſw- 
es that it is produced there. But thebody 
of Chriſt can neither-come, nor-be brought 
thither into the Hoſt, nor can it be produ, 
= | ced there therefore the body Chriſt is not 
/ 1n the Hoſt. oy x þ ow ; 
3 Firſt, The body of Chriſt cannot 
come, or be brought into the Hoſt from any 
2 || other place, becauſe it can come from no _ 
Splace but Heaven, being no where but in 
| Heaven. - But Chriſts body neither comes, 
tC IF nor is brought from Heaven into the Hoſt 3 |] 
© F which I prove thus: When a body comes, {| 
d | or is carried from 'one place to another, it 
f | moſt leave irsfirſt place. ' For example, if a 
t | man would go from Pars to Rome, he muſt 
t I lkave Pars : But the body of Jeſus Chriſt 
J. Þ never leaves Heaven ; for the heavens muſt + 
f Þ contain bim until the time of the reſtitution- of | 
| Þf all things, ' As 3. Therefore Chriſts body | 
- JF neither comes, nor is brought from Heaven - 
into the Hoſt. Beſides, -it 1s impoſſible that 
Chriſts body ſhonld come or be brought'in- | 
to: the Hoſt, - without- paſſing through the | 
ſpace” that''is between Heayen and Earth, | 
where the' conſecrated Hoſts'are. ; - becauſe 
a man” cannot''paſs” from 'one-extream to _ 
another withont- paſſing through the ſpace |]. 
that is between-them. But "the ſpace be- }] 
: *- OO : tween. 1: 
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if - tween Heaven and Earth'is too vaſt to- be, 
i paſkd-through in- a moment..( for theſe Da- 
&ors will have it, that. immediately after, 
the pronouncing of. theſe words,: this. © my 
bedy, the body-of Chrilt is brought into the 
Hoſt. ) Moreover it mnſt in a” moment be 
in all the Heavens, and in all; the Airs be- 
tween the: higheſt Heaven,, and this Earth 
- where the:Hoſts are; (becauſe a man. cans 
not- paſs through a place- without being 
there) and then it would have three ſorts 
of Exiſtences at ONC2, ViZ..,0NE natural and 
glorious exiſtence 'in Heaven,. one facra- 
mental exiſtence 1 in; the, Hoſts: ard, one airy 
exiſtezce in the Air-. Bur ſeeing, all;theſe 
things are.abſurd, we muſt conclude that 


Chriſts body neither CONES, NOT IS brought 


into the Hoſt. - 

 4-. Secondly, Chrilts body cannot. be re- 
produced i in the conſecrated, Holt, becauſe 
2 thing that is prodaced. already, cannot 
be' produced: again, without a preceding 
deſtruftion 3 - for as a dead man cannot. be 
kifled,nor that be-annihilated,which is anni- 


{I hilared already. ſo-neither can. that,;be 


produced which is preguced already. 
that-receive- a-being” which. hath, ane. 
ready. -This common conception of all caen 
is founded-ypon this priaciple,, That eyes} 
action 


ation, whether it produceth or deſtroyeth 
2 thing, maſt neceſſarily have two diſtinct 
terms, the one called in the Schools, . rer- 
nin 4 quo, that is,” the term from which 
the thing comes, and the other rermem ad 
quem, that is, the term to which it comes. 
But according to this principle, that cannot 
be annihilated which is ſo'already, nor that 
feceive a being which hath one already 3 be- 
cauſe the term from which it ſhould come, 


and the term to which it ſhould © come, 
would be one and the: ſame' thing z contra- 


to the "Maxim-already laid down, viz. 
that the terms -of ation \muſt neceſlarily 
be diſtindt,and that, one of them myſt be the 


| negation or privation of the/other. 


5. Here perhaps it 'may be objected, That 


' Þy Tranſubſtantiation the+ ſubſtance of 


hriſt's body is not newly produced, but 


dnly a new preſence of him in the place 
ſhere the ſubſtaace.of the. bread was. But ' 
o this I anſwer;} That in all ſubſtantial 
onverſions and actions,” a new ſubſtance 
vaſt .be produced, as in accidental, a new: 
ccident muſt - be produced. But Tran- 


bbſtantiation (according to the Remiſh Dos © 


tors) -is a ſubſtantial. converſion :'There-! 
re by Tranſubſtantiation a- new ſubſtance! 
tt be prodaced. And ſeeing that the: 
| new 
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new preſence of Chriſts body in the placeY 
where the ſubſtznce of the bread was, i 
not a ſubſtance, but an accident of the 
Cetegorie,, which the Philoſophers call Vixh 
Itis evideat that by Tranſubſtantiation ther 
| preſence of Chriſts body only is not produ- 
' . ced in the place where. the ſubſtance of 
the Bread was 3 and ſeeing that the ſub-Yj 
ſtance of Chriſts body is not produced there 
(as hath been proved in the- preceding 
number ) we muſt conclude that there ii 
no: Tranſubſtantiation nor real preſence offi 
Chriſt's body in the Hoſt. This inſtance 
doth alſo deſtroy theadduction of Chriſt's 
body into the Hoſt, which hath been alrexi 
dy refuted in number 3. K. 
6. My ſecond Argument is this. In a true 
haman body ſuch as Chriſts- body is,. theres: 
SH is ſomething above, and ſomething under; 
[7 - right and left, before and behind ; - for - tha 
(3) Head is above the neck, and the neck ac 
bove the ſhoulders, :the ſhoulders above the 
breaſt ;- the breaſt above the ſtomach, th 
ſtomach above the belly, the belly above thigh 
thighs, the thighs above the legs, &c. Bute: 
all the World knows that in a point ther 
is nothing above or under, right or left, bj 
fore or behind - Therefore Chriſts body u 
not in a point, and conſequently It is not 


_- 


L ; 
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Bs 
In every. point, or part of the Hoſt. To this 
| add, that the quantity and- greatneſs -of - 
hriſt*s body is nothingelſ bur._its length, 
breadth, ' and thickneſs, which cannot. be 
as point. Laſtly, The quantity of Chriſt's 
body is nothing elfe but its extent, as we 
ll know ; and a body is extended when it 
ath its parts one without another ; that 1s; 
ereFhey are not one within another, as all the. 
pWeſuites expound it. But thedoctrine of the 
xeſence of Chriſt's body in the Hoſt, ' puts 
iEl-its parts one within another, becauſe It 
Tuts themall in a point : Therefore ſach a - 
"*Woctrine takes away its extent, and confe- 
exuently its quantity. bp ReS >, 
7..My third Argument is this. To move, 
read not to move at the ſame time, to be 
Fatenand not to be caten at the ſame time, 
L580 be in a point and not in a point at the 
there time, to occupy'a place and not - to 
S$ccupy it at the ſame time, are contradi- 
Vory things , Bit if the Body of Chrift— 
KFere in divers.conſecrated Hoſts, it woul@ 
Move and not move at the ſame time. For 
Smple, When a Prieſt carries a confecra- 
&d Hoſt to.a ſick perſon, the body of Chrift 
eFhich-is pretended to be in it, moves with 
ue Hoſt ;. for it leaves the Altar, and 'goes 
h the Prieft toward the ſick perfons 
| My. houfe 
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houſe, and at - the ſame tine the body 06 

Chriſt, which is pretended ro be in the 
other Hoſts that remain on the Altar, movaiff 
not. ; and-ſo the ſame body of Chriſt at. the 

fame time moves and moves not, which 
a contradiction. Seeing then it is impoſe 
ſible that one and the fame body at on 


- and the ſame time ſhould move and no 


move, it-is likewiſe impoffible that Chriſt 
body ſhould be in divers Hoſts'at the ſam 
time. - In like manner,; if Chriſt's bod 
were at the ſame time in Meaven, and if 
the Hoſt it would be eaten and not eatafp" 
at the ſame time; for it would be eat 
in the Hoſt by the Prieſt, and at the fan 
time it would nat. be eaten in Heaven. l 
it: would be ina point and not ir a poi 

at the ſame time ; for in the Hoſt it woul 

be in a point, and 1a Heaven it would no? 
be in a point at the ſame time : . Therdf® 
fore ſeeing it. is impoſhbſe that one and this 
lame body at one.and-the fame time ſhoulf® 
be eaten and not-eaten, ſhould be in a. poinſ® 
and not ina point 3 -it is alſo impoſſible thats 
Chriſts body ſhould be both in- Heaven an 


\n:the Hoſt at the ſame time. ns 3 


- 8. The fourth Argument is this : Twſs. 
Relatives are always differett, . as the FE 
ther and Son, the Husband and the iWilfd 
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rf 6+ TAnd relation is always between two 
-+hings that really differ; as the equality be- 
+ {@ween two Ells, the reſemblance between 
(wo Crows, &c. In a word, nothing can 
onffiave relation to it felf, but whatſoever 
Jath relation, muſt neceſſarily. have it to 
;f>F01 nething cl, as appears by” the defini- 
Mion of Relation : But'to be diſtant is ares 
xgztive and not an abſolute term ; for when 
Se conceive an abſolute term Wwe Conceive 
\teÞut one thing,as when we conceive a Crow , 
it when we concelve a relative term, we 
gecellarily- conceive. two things. For ,cx- 
\ifumple, We cannot. conceive 4 Crow to be. 
ite, without conceiving ſomething elſe 
Fo which it,is like. Seeing then we cannot - 
onceive a thing to be diſtant without con- 
lving ſomething elſe from which It is di- 
vant, it is evident that to be diſtant is a re-.- 
a ative term, and thar diſtaht things are re- 
jlſatives, and conſequently are' really *diffe- 
went. Whence | form this Argument : Re- 
Satire things are really different, "as hath 4_ 
Peep proved : But the body That, is at Rome 
es diſtant from that” which'is 'at* Parss, by 
ippcaſon of the ſp2t<"of about: 306 Leagues 
Mhat' is between"thoſe two Cities; and' the | 
&W@ody that, is in the higheſt heavens 'is-di- 
Want from that which is upon earths "by 
" wan | reaſon 


(40) 
reaſon of the many thouſands of leagueſſa 
that are between heayen and. earth : . There fv 
fore the body that-is at Rome is differentÞa 
from that which is at Par, and that whichFa 
is in Heaven, is different 'from that whichJo 
is upon earth ; and conſequently one andfid 
the fame body cannot be at the fame, time 
at Rome and at Paris, in Heaven and vpoufit 
. Earth; elſe one and theſame body mightheſſi 
diſtant and different from it If, which is a 
contradiction: Therefore ſeeing Jeſus Chrift F 
is not diſtant, . and different himſelf; 
it follows thathe cannot be at the ſame timeſſt 
in Heaven and in the Hoſt, nor at the famefu 
time in the conſecrated Hoſts at Rome, 1ndq. 
at Paris. - 

9.. But perhaps it may be faid that a bo-Þ# 
dy. being at the ſame-time in two diftan $ 
. places is not diſtantfrom it elf, but that theF* 
_—places only are diſtant ; and "therefore that 
- Chriſt's bady in heaven is not diſtant from itÞ! 
If in the Hoſt; but it is the places only,viz.c 
heaven and Earth (where the Hoſt is) thatÞ*: 
are diſtant. To this I anſwer. that it i$Þ 
only the diſtance of places that makes. the 
diſtance of things exiſting in thoſe-c 
_ fant places.- For example. : The reaſon 

why -Peter that is at Rome, is diſtant from ; 


Pal that is at Paris, is not becauſe they 
arel- 


- 


OS 
eflare two things really different, elſe they 
would be always diſtant, even when they 
mare in one Bed together, (for they are 
chYalways really different) but all the reaſon 
<Bof their diſtance is, becauſe they are in two 
diſtant places. Seeing then (according to our 
me Adverſaries) that Chriſt's body isin two di- 
pfiftant places at once, viz. in Heaven and in 
bellthe Hoſt at Rome and at Paris in divers Hoſts, 
« allit follows that Chriſts body is diſtant, and 
ifKifferent fromit ſelf. - And ſeeing it 4s im- | 
:fpoſſi>le that it ſhould be diſtant and different 
me [FOIN It ſelf, it Is evident that IT cannot be 
meflin two diſtant places at once ;'-and conle- 
(quently not in Heaven andin the Hoſt. 

10. Beſides, Suppoſe that Peter Tould beat 
b0-Bone and at Paris at once,and that Perer that 
antſs-at Rome ſhould have a mind to go to Px+ 
theFs;, and ſhonld go accordingly, and that the - 
hatYame Peter that iS at Paris ſhould have a 
1 It nind to go to Rome , and ſhould £0 AC- 
1 Fordingly, itis certain that Perer would draw 
hatear. to himfelf,- and meet himſelf. But 
- iShings that draw near. tv each other, muſt 
theþf neceſſity have been at-a diſtance before4 
di-ad therefore if a body draws 'near to'fit 
onffelf, - it is certain 'that'it was diſtant from 
-omſt elf before. And hereupon 1 would 
-heyſan ask -our Adveriaries, whether, when 
are} | Peter 


Ca 


Peter ſhould: meet. himſelf , he would let 
bieſelf paſs, or not? agd if he ſhould: let 
himſelf paſs, whether Peter going to Rome, 
would ſtep alide and give way to himſelf 
poing to Paris, or elſe the contrary ? ButÞ] 
- if he ſhould not ſtep aſide and: give place} 
to himſelf, 1-would ask,._ whether he would]; 
hinder himſelf from paſling-or. not ? -andf}} 
if he ſhould not hinder. himſelf from paſ| 
ſing, whether he would paſs thorow himſelk 
and ſo make another 7anw with two faces fi} 
&c ? VVhatſoever anſwers they ſhall make tofl 
theſe Queſtions muſt ({ am-ſure!) be very ab-Bf 
ſurd and ridiculous. : 308 | 
11. The ffth Argument is this :. It is alfe 
perfett contradiftion, that- a body ſhouldfy 
be one and not one -: But if Chriſt's bodyſg 
ſhould: be at the ſame -time in the Heavenffly 
and- pon Earth inthe Hoſt,,/ it,would beifite 
one.and 'not one :;.. for-iff'would be - one. bylf 
our Adverfaries own coateſſion,and it woulif 
not beone 3 which I:prove thas : That be 
thing may be one, it muſt: neither be diyiffar 
dedin it If, nor from- it ſelf, as appearſfi 
by-the definition of; Unity z-:and. it. is cergitr 
thig-that. nothing is 'diyiged: or , &parateGof 
from it ſelf : But if Chriſt's; body be-at tlon 
 fametime inheaven and upon. earth 'in thiſdc 
Hoſt; itwill be divided, and ſeparated fro 


( 43 ) 
it ſelf, that which is in heaven being divi- 
ded and ſeparated from that which is upon 
let earth, becauſe it is not in the ſpace between 
me; | both. 
ſelf} 12. Here again it may be objeQted, That 
>utfa body in divers places is divided from it 
act ſelf locally, becauſe the places 1n-which it 
uldy is, are. divided ; but not-entitatively, be- 
andff cauſe it is ſtill one and the ſame entity of 
ab body. . To which I anſwer, 1. That en- 
clhticative diviſion (_ which is nothing elſe 
ce but a plurality of beings, or a plurality of 
e tof things. really different) is no true diviſion, 
ab-Yfor then the three divine Perſons which are 
freally different, would alſo be really. divid- 
ged ; _ the body and ſoul of a living. man 
Jul which do really differ, would alſo be 
odidivided. 2. 1 Gay, That if a body be di- 
Velvided and ſeparated: from. bodies which it 


| Letoucheth, it is alſo divided and - ed 
: iſflfrom bodies. which it doth PoE. touc "5 and 

if 2 body. be divided, and -ſopara ted hom - 
it bodies to whichis it (6 iN allo op ere 
liyl bad ie rated from bog t are far di- 


e om it ; but cindy tho diviſion is 
a oe, when, beter two thers be bodies 
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fame body ; which | is. pretendedly: yy 
earth in the conſecrated Hoſts, there Dok 
bers bodies of -divers natures, -to-which it 
1s not united. ; ; It is evident by our Adver- 
faries own: doing, - that Chriſts body is 
really divided” and ſeparated from it felf, 
jble- it-ſhould'be ſe. 
parated From it ' RIF, itSis ato Impoffible 
that it ſhould be/in Heaven ;/-arid- inthe 
Hoſt at the fame 'time. --3.1 ſay, Th 
Tocal diviſion takes away Eentititive” divit 
on, and: things that are "divided locally 
are alſo divided entitatively;; that is, they 
are alſo really gifferent' 3 elſe no' reaſon 
can be! piven "wy two glalfes of ' watet 
_— Trying, oe fme- fountain, arc real 
. tht waters are: like in 
= + 3 cor £Y reference to-Place ; 
and "there cat no rexfon be given why t 
Is not gs drop of wat «> 
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have been,were fought in one drop of water, 
di-f and many thouſands of men have been - 
- drowned in one drop of water,::and people 
ſince Adam have drunk but: one drop of wa» 
ter, which things are abfurd and ridiculous. 
-13. The ſixth Argument is'this : Jeſus 
Chriſt as he-is a man, cannot be in divers 
places at once, if another man cannotibe 
fo too, becauſe Jeſus Chriſt, -: as. he is man, 
was made like unto us in all things, | fn only 
excepted, as the Apofte to: the | Hebrews ob» 
ſerves. But another man cannot be in divers 
places at once ; for example, Peter cannot be 
at the ſame time at Parw and at Rome, which 
I prove-thus. It is impoſlible that Peter 
ſhould be a:man and no -man at the ſame 
time - But if- Peter could at the ſame. time 
be at Paris and at Kome, he might at the 
fame tyne be a man- and no man, which I 
prove thus : He that may at the fame time, . 
be both dead andalive, may at the ſame time 
be' a man and no man.; becanſe' he that 
{lf isalive is a real man, | and: he that is dead 
«= 1s no:rcabman, but a carcaſs ::: But if Pe- 
if #er could at the fame time be at Paris and 
inf at RKoze, he might be both alive and: dead 
; boy at the dlame-:time z for: heimight bemortally 
ih wounded at: Part and die there, :and/at the 
fametime:not __ at iRome,' batiqlive, 
'- FIRE 2 | and 


Pd 


—— . , 
Re ee ee ee ae de L.A Y 
__ s a 4s 
p — o —— "408, _ oe og. w— 429 1 nn - 
THT. s. cs _ - 6.ADY r y- —_—___— ORs ACRE OT” SIG ng: 
- 6b o bh. : k x ca ea © > _ =71 Nor Snese ob 
q {os ES ES: - wo : 
" * - - 4 ” WT - < 
—___ _— q ” pes 
- PRs 4. ® - ” 
® , 


(46 ) 
and making merry there, Beſides, Peter 
might be diviſibly at Pars, and indiviſibly 
at Rome; (as Chriſt's body,according to.our 
Adverfaries, is diviſibly in heaven,-and .in- 
diviſibly in the Hoſt:) But ifat Pars (where 
he ſhould be diviſibly ) his head ſhould be 
cut off, he wonld die, and ceaſe-to be a 
man; and at Reme (where he ſhould be in- 
diviſibly and in a point) his head ſhould not 
be cut off, and ſo he ſhould remain at the 
ſame time a living and real man, which is a 
contradiction. In a word, Peter might be 
at Pars in the midſt of flames, and be-burnt 
and reduced to aſhes, and conſequently 
ſhould die, and be no man, whereas at the 
fame time he might be at Rome in the Ri- 
ver Tiber, ſound-and brisk, and -conſequent- 
ly be a true living man :_whence it follows 
that he might be a man, and no man, which 
is a contradiction. 

14. To this may be added other abſurdi- 
ties that would follow from this Poſition 
that one body may be in divers places at 
once, viz. That one Candle lighted might 
give light to all the World, if it were re- 
produced in all places of the World : That 
a great Army might be made of one man, 
reproduced 1n a red thouſand adjoyn- 
ing places : That all thedebtsin —— 
| | | mi 
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might be paid with one Crown, reprodu- 
" ced as many times as there be Crowns-due : 
ur F That all the people in the World: might 
in” quench their thirſt with one Pottle of Wine, 
TC reproduced as many times as there be inha- 
be F bitants in the World : That al) the men in 
IF the World might drink in one and the.ſame 
-8 Glaſs, reproduced as many times as there 
of F be men in the World : (whereupon a man 
be & might be ſo- curious as to ask, whether-if 
52] this Glaſs ſhould be broken at Parz,it would 
be alſo be broken at Rome, Conſtantinople, and 
nty other places: ) That one man reproduced 
ly] in an hondred thouſand places, might at 
he 8 the fame time marry an hundred thouſand 
U-B wives, and lie with them; wherenpon a 
CF manmight deſire to know whether theſe wo- 
Ny men might not conceive, and every one of 
I them be delivered ofachild at the end of nine - 
. | months;and conſequently-it may be ſaid that | 
If one.man did in one night beget a hundred | 
MNyf thouſand children, &c. * 
at's - x5. The ſeventh Argument is this : If | 
it 8 Chriſt”s body were in the Hoſt, it would be 
©} ſeen there; for being there in its glory (as 
as the Romiſh Dottors ſay it is) it would be 
ls there more viſibly than it was when he con- 
ri verſed amongſt men here below ; becauſe the 
glory of any doth principally con- 
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fiſt in: the brightneſs 83nd ſplendor of an ex- 
traordinary light, like to that which it had 
upon Mount Tabor; but who dares affirm that 
tach a glorious body is not viſible, where- 
ſoever it is 3 and yet it is certain that 
Chriſt's body is not to be ſeen in the Hoſt, 


which is 2n evident fign that it is-not there. 


But it. anay be ſaid that Chriſt's body is 
under- the--accidents of 'the Bread , and 
that theſe accidents hide it from us. To 
this. anſwer. that (according toour Adver- 


faries) Chriſt's body is in the place where 


the fabſtance of rhe Rread waz 1 But the fub- 
ſtance of 'the Bread was not under the acci- 
dents, and the accidents of theBread were 
not upon their ſabſtance, tor then the ſub- 


| ſtance of the Bread and its accidents had been | 
| in twodiifrent places, above and under be- 
\. ing two ſeveral differences of place, and that' 


which is under ts not above, &s. Therefore 
Chriſt's body cannot be ander the accidents 


$5. of the Bread, and conſequently the ac- 
I! cidents do' not hide from us. ein 
1 (as our Adverfaries Tay) Chriſt's body is in 
i: every part and point-of the Hoſt, it muſt 
+ needs be in the ſaperticies, and conſequently 
F' cannot be hid or covered by the accidents of 


And ſeeing 
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Chriſt's body is glorious, luminous, and vi- 
ſible 
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{ible of; it. ſelf, but God hinders us from ſope | 
ingit-. Tp this L anſiyery; That if God hig- 
&rs, it 15,0nly becauſe hg 1s plea d1{6 to Ja, 
artd conſequently. if he- wh pleaſed: not iq 
hinder, he woyld aot d Sr would e 
mit it ts,be.ſcen in the it ” © 


the Hoſt." beFe iT gon rad ha 
TE 


faries in pl 


or* rg Flere 4-5 ADON.ENTER: 
nal forme; ;But how can. a, mam bs {6ep. Tr 
Qut;an external forma 2.mMan, pn thout, 
belog in any polturegt a.mpan? apd how can 
Chriſts bodybe.without poſtpreand withont 
external farm:ſeeing (as on POFGFATIES ſay) 
it is whole ; Rnd ntire anthe e whole: Hoſt and 
Te es the whole ſpace of 2 great Hoſt?But 
if it 
poſture,and with the external form of a manz 
and if {as they fay it be whole, andqntire in 
a point of the Hoſt, then it will fallow that | 
aman may.be ſeep. ſitting, or xx angingaa. A | 
joint 5 and Frings mo. that is Ranging | 
bach = is.head above and his feet Fes «k | 
will follow ping eſys Loris will be ſen in 


*N0ine of be H © 04 ;his head bone an | 


littng, or. ſtanding,” ox jp} another - | 


= © - 

his feet below, though-in a point there be 
nothing above or below. To this I add, That 
1f it could be ſeen in the Hoſt it would ap- 


. pear as big as the Hoſt, becauſe. it would oc- 
. cupy the whole ſpace of the Hoſt, and it 


would appear round, becauſe it, would be 
bounded by the ſpace that the Holt occupies, 
which is rontd. Beſides, if the Hoſt ſhould 
be divided into two equal parts, it would 


appear lefs by one half, and in the form of a 
FED Con 


trcle, becauſe it would be whole and 


_ in o_ half of the aps Brag occupy 
.the ſpace.iof it. It would” alſo appear .a 
Mindred chouſand times leſs, and in a hun- 


dred 'thouſind feveral forms ; for, as they 
ſay, it is whole and entire in a hunddred 
thouſand' parts of 'the Hoſt,and occupies the 
ſpaces of them. In a word, There was never 
fuch a monſtrous thing ken in the World, 


as. Chrifts Body would be, if it were really 


in the Hoſt in ſuch a manner, as our Adver- 


2.4 - 


 faries affirm it to be. 


16. Theeighth Argument ts this: Either 
the Manhood of Jeſus Chrift, which is pre- 
tended to be in the'Hoſt, can at there, or it 
eannoc, if it cannot act, then it follows that 
it cannot fee, hear, know, or love, or exer- 
ciſe any other funQion of the ſenſitive or 
rations! Soul : But if the Manhood of Chrift 

. | in 
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in the Hoſt knows nothing, nor loves no- 
hat thingsthen it follows that ir will not be hap- 
ap-Il py, becauſe happineſs chiefly conlilts'in the 
oc- i knowledge and love of God. Alſo the Man« 
| it B hood of Chriſt in the Hoſt will be different 
be from his Manhood in Heaven ; for. it witl 
es, 8 know in Heaven, andat the ſame time know 
vt Fl nothing in the Hoſt; it. will love in Heaven 
1d J and love nothing in the Hoſt; it will ſee in hea- 
fa ſ ven,and fee nothing in the Hoſt But if Chriſts 
nd } Manhood can-adt in the Hoſt as it doth in 
Py ES Heaven, then it will follow that it will open 
2 Nits eyes,and moveits feet in a point ; becauſe 
n- Y according to our Adverſaries, it is whole and 
ey Fcntire inevery point of the Hoſt; And ſeeing, 
ed Nas they tell us,God can as eaſily put the whole 
he E world intoa point;as he doth the whole man- 
er | hood of Chriſt intoa point of the Hoſt,it will 
d, I follow that all parts of the worldexiſting ina 
ly FE point maydo init all thoſe aftions which they 
r- now doina vaſt ſpace,as the parts of Chriſts 
manhoed exiſting in a point of thehoſt can do 

Tr init all thoſe ations which they do in Hea- 
- Even;andſo in ales ſpace than is occupied by a 
t Fgrain of Corn ; the Sun may move'from Eaſt 
t to Weſt, - the Sea may have its Flouds and 
- HEbbs, and the Engliſh may have a Sea-fight 
with the-Spariards. . In a words a Sparrow 
may ealily ſwallow all the V Yorld;ſeeing the 0 | 
. C5 VVerld |F 
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World will-not occupy 1o much ſpace as # 
grain-of -Corndoth ; and yet the World: 
which itſhall ſwallow, will be as great as it 
_ 15at preſent 3 even as Chrift's Body in-the 
Hoſt; -15 as big and as tall as it was on the 
Croſs;/ as-our Adverſaries affirm. © 
47: Theninth Argument isthis*: As a.bo- 
dy cannot ben aplace, except it be produ- 
ced theres. or that it comes, or be brought 
thither from ſome other place; ſo a body can- 
not ceaſe to bein a place without being de- 
ftroyes, or going to lome other place ; and 
conſequently if Chriſt's body ceaſeth to bein 
theHoſt after the-Confumprion of the acci- 
dents, it muſt neceffarily-erther periſh, or go 
to ſome-other place: But Chriſts body can- 
not periſh,for 7eſus Chriſt dieth no more, Rom: 
6. And-Chriſts body goes to no other place, 
for if it ſhould/ go to any other place, 
itwould go-to Heaven ;. but it cannot go 
to Heaven, becauſe it is there:already, and 
2 man cannot gotoa;place where he is al- 
ready :+ Therefore Chriſts/ body 'doth not 
caſe robeinthe Hoſt. 'Whence it follows; {| 
thas either Chriſtsbody Kll-remainsin the 
HoRt,-andthax it is impoſſible that it ſhould 
be.confumed, br ee that-it never was in the 
Hoſt> #ut every one -knows-by experience 
that the Hoſtsare eaten and conſumed, = 
&:7Z@v 5 pf that. 
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Brine Chritts: bedy.copngt TY 
. | confumptianof the. accidents of: 
-— | Thesgfore it- ever was ig the Holt. 

&8;: The ebb ASSITE BE: is 949 vp.ffom. 
hence +: ;Thar, the - pretended |PLeenge of 
Ghsi's Body tin the Halts, geltrays.the na. 

{| vre:of Ghrifts ; Bady><5hss: > 1g Lig! PIQPEF=: 

| tips of -@1Specigs ar@ 4ncqumunicahle, to eve- 
ry .other;Species. For, example ,; Kh Pro- 
perties of! a; Man, ;3r8 incompmunicable io | 
Beaſt; tor ſeeing the Tropertics. flow. . m [ 
- Ellgaces- OE are: PTE: Fg, FS Eee it. 

; $5). Exaxdent :; that; ORC A 
Somcies tbe acommmicabl, +, IT 8991 
cie3x, thea-the properties of "hot are "I: 

Þ incommunicable to another : But the Bo» . 
dy andthe Spirit-arethe two, Species of ſub+ 
ſtance 3 therefore the, Noa t] FS | 
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zlace circumſcriptively,thatis, all the Bod 
Lin all the ice bet all the body is cg 
verypart of the place,but the parts of the'by« 
dy arc in the parts of the place;but ſpiritsare 
in a place definitively, that is, all the ſpirit 
15 in all the place,and all the ſpirir is in every 
part of the place; becauſe a ſpirit having-no 
4i. parts, muſt neceflarily be all whereſoever it 
Si 1s. Whence 1 form my Argument thus: 
That dofrine-which fives to a body the 
properties of a ſpirit, changes the body into 
a ſpirit, and conſequently deſtroys the na- 
- ture. of a body, ſeeing properties cannot be 
communicated 'without the eſſence 7 -But the 
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right hand-is ioa glorious eſtate + and yet 
the doQrine of the preterided preſence of 
Chriſts Body in the Hoſt, ſubjets him to- 
divers- ignominies, v:z: , that his Body -goes 
into peoples bellies, and. amongſt their ex- 
crement ; that it is ſubjeCt to be eaten by his . 
Enemies , yea by Mice and other Beaſts. 
Hear what Caide de Xaintes, a famous Re- 
m;ſb DoCtor faith of it, Keper. 5. Chap. 2. 
Of all: theſe we exclude not one from the true 
and corporal recerving of the Lords fleſh in the 
Sacrament, let him be Tark, Atheiſt, Tefidel, or 
hypocrite; yea, though he ſhoald be the Devil 
bemſelf incarnae. 1t is alſo ſubjeCt to be ſtoln, 
for about 25 years ſince a Thief was execu- 
ted at Paris for ſtealing out of a Church the 
Chalice and this God in it ; and the Prieſt 
went to the Priſon: in bis ſacerdotal Orna- 
ments, -and falling on his' knees before the: 
Thiefs - pocket,. pulled his God .ont of it. 
Andas it is a 'God, thax cannot keep himſelf 
from being ſtoln, ſo neither can he keep him- 
ſelf fron being burat, as it appeared 'when- 
the: Palace-HAwll-at Parirmas-burnt. -lo ſhorty. 
The'Hoſt/ or God of the Maſs, hath bee. 

ſeri in the hands of 'oge \ polleſſed by the 

Devil, and conſequently inthe Devils pow- 
{cr 5 yea, there are Charms made by the Zo 
=|þ Prieſts to compelithe- Devil to _ 
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thing) to: put God:-int Deyils powers IL, 
and -1nto- capacity. .£ being; eaten by ithe 
Deyil ibcarvate;..ef} peciallyy ſeeing ha | is RAW 
glorious 16:Heayen. :: - 

*.Qc; Thezwelftt/Afgument is dravn From 
benco.. That God:dathdno: airacley without £,; 
netcflity::,; But what. neceſlity.is there that Ny 
be ſhould dp ſo many:;miracles:.in-this Saorae ff 
ment, viz thetaccidentibould bewithout || 
aſubject? that the Bread:fhouid. be conver. (|, 


ted\inte\ Chriſts .Bgdy, which is .already.? r 


Ehat Ghrifbs Body fhouldibe: ina point, and |, 
2 ttaridred-touland' places! at: ence ?. What |, 
neceſisy 15:therethat: tt ſhopld þe eaten by |, 
wicked men;. by Beaſts, and by Devils incar- 
nae?W hat neceflity is there that it ſhould be 
carnied away byhe: Devils that it ſhonld be 
g6ing fairots 5c; Can igbs:(aidithar:it is for 


But Reprobatess (as onriAdyeraries confeſs 
eakitt $00:35and the FSaighfplatoder the Qld 
Isftamenndig! ot «at. 3t 1098 de the uttl 
Childitan! of: Bekievernunder: the \New, and 
yesthepare, favebfor all ifiatac (RoHtsbr 
was prom rye Te 
gate, ES, | Qreuipe 

fot 3 plorians Refarreition? But theKHaiths 
fink -f:: the ns an 60 Bil 
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children of —_ under the New,will riſe 
again gloriouſly; though they never parti- 
cipated of the. EucharHt..-:And:St. Pai tells 
5 Roms, $. that this ſeed of the reſurretion 
of our Bodies.is not Chriſts Fleſh, but, his 
Spirit, . in theſe words, 7f the. Sparit of bim 
that raiſed np Teſoa from the dead,; awell ini yors; 
he ſhall alſo quirken. your wwortal Bodies  by- has 
Spirit that dwelleth 3n you. 

21 Laſtly, Theholy Scripture 15 clearii in 
this matter ; for Jeſus Chriſt is aſcended in- 
to Heaven, A 1; And the: Heavers muſt 
comain* bin wuntil_ the tive of .neſtitiction_of att” 
things, ACts 3. and he himſelf; ſaith,” Zlexue: 
the World and goto the Father, St. John: 16. 
The poor . ye have always | with_you, but me ye © 
have not always, St. Matth. 26. To which 
may. be added-what Jelvs, Chriſt ſaith, St. 
Math. 2.4 vizz. 1n:thedaft: days falſe Propbes. 
will come —_ hall Jays. Claith) #,here: or threes; 
andibat beiis in iſecret.cbambers, (ar Cabinets) 
which cannot be but by:the-doqtrine:of the 
Rorni(h Cliur Church, which puts Chrifts:Rody :ii 
divers places; .and3ſhuts 3t up in.feyeral Cae 
binets bn their Altars; anditas: very remarks 
able thatinthe Greek. tt 13:55 -apiar;, that ads 
wthe te gm peſo _y as te 2 
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CHAP. V. 
Againſt the adoration or worſhipping of the Hoſt. 


Gainſft the adoration of the Hoſt, 1 
-form three Propoſitions z; The firſt U 
is this, Weare not obliged to adore or wor-fjt 
fhip. God every where, or in all places 
where he is, at leaſt not withexternal ado- 84 
ration, but we are only obliged to worſhip 
him ia. all places where he appears in his 
glorious Mafeſty.- The firſt part of this Pro- 
polition,viz. Fhat weare not obliged to wor- 
fhip 'God in all places where he is, appears 
by the pratice of all Chriſtians. For God be- pc 
mg every where, and conſequently in Stones, Þ 
Trees,Beaſts. Devils,and all other Creatures, Þ 
there is no man. ſo extravagant as to fall on Wi 
his knees before'a Tree, an Aſs, or a Devil, 
that he may worſhip God in them; -who 1s as 
CI in them, as he is in Heaven. 
he ſecond part of this Propoſition,viz. þ 
thiat we are only obliged to worſhip God ſe 
both with-internal and external adoration-in 
all places'where ww mt in his glorious 
Maxeſty, -isproved, firſt, by:rhe commands 
which-jefus Chriſt :gave his Apoſtles when 
they asked him how they ſhould pray ;. for 
41cm thus : r Whewye prays for, Ot Our 


> 
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Father which art in Heaven, St. Matth. 6. St. 
Lake 1 i. Why doth he ſay; which art 1n Hee 
ver, and not, which art on Earth.,. or in the 
Sea, OF In the Air, ſeeing God is equally inall 
theſe Places ? Bur only, becauſe God ap- 
pears in Heaven in his glorious Majeſty, and 
here crownsall the bleſſed Spirits with his 
Glory. Secondly, When God appeared to 
Moſes in the burning Buſh, which was not 
conſumed, he {aid to him, Take thy [boos from 
f thy feet, for the place where thou ftandeſt is 
ly ground, Exod, 3. Why is this ground 
alled holy, and Moſes commanded or. 
adoration, ſeeingany other ground 5. equal- 
y God's Creature, and that he 5 _— 
reſent every where? But only, becanſe God 
lid manifeſt ſomewhat of his Power and 
lory in that place, by cauſing the Buſh to 
urn without being conſamed. Thirdly, Fo- 
ue and the Iſraclites did proſtrate themſetves 
efore the Arh_ of the Covenem, Joſhua 7. 6. 
ecauſe God appeared there in a peculiar 
nd glorious manner ; for, from the Mercy- 
which covered it, he gave his Oracles, 
od made known his will, Exod, 25.-22. 


Fourthly, When the Prieſt celebrates 
alittle before the conſecration, he re- 
commends 


- — " - 
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commends the ſarſum corda, that is, the liſt- 
ingup of their hearts;W by the lifting them 
UP» ſeeing God- is equally both above and [ 
below ? but only becauſe God appears la 
Heaven in his glorious. Majeſty 3 and.conk- 
quently it is thither that we muſt direCt our 
Vows, our. Prayers, and our Worlhip. . 

3. The {econd, Propoſition is this - "Weſt 
are not obliged to.adore Jeſus. Chriſt in the Þ 


water of Baptiſm; rough he be really there © 


in regard of all that. is adarahle..in bim.. The þ; 
rſh port of. © of this Prppohtion, viz.. That we þ, 
are.not obliged to. wor! ip as., Chriſt in f 
the Water of, 2.60 norhipplek ly. Froveh th by, 
the tice of all. Chriſtians; z for. go man 

ever fell op his knees before .the Water off, 


X 


Baptiſm, and adored. Jeſus. Chriſt in. it, at $ 


leaſt not with external Worltip, which sþ 


y here intended ;,, and doybtlels the rex-f Ml 


on 1s, .. becauſe Jefus Chriſt : diſcovers a0 
beam of his Glory. there ; : nor doth: he ap4 


} 


pear in the Water of Baptiſm any more thank... 
- la other.waters.; ſo-that as we are not. obli$.. 


- ged to Worſhip God, fave only 1 Ay be Us 


pearpinchin glojocoMaſefyigs hath bean 
ved; io neither ate, we ;abliged to., oortha 


Jeſus hriſt, bat only where he diſcous - , 


ſome beam of his Glory, which: | - 


not in; the © WAITS, Baptifin,.. . {| 0 5p 
+. 


— 


al 
WC 
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4+ The ſecond part of this Propoſition 
* bz That Jeſus Chriſt is really preſent-in 
he Water of Baptiſm in reſpect of all that 
6. $00 be adored in him, 1s proved thus: All 
© ſthat is of it lf adorablein Jefas Chriſt, is 
ut Fither his Godhead, or his divinePerſon, or 
ve divine Attributes. ' As for his Godhead, 
$ Feing it is really every where, it cannot-be 
* Frnied but thar' it is alſo in the Water of - 
he eptiſm. - As for his Perſon, ſeeing itisdi- 
" Fize, and eternal, and infinite, it is really. 
"© trery where, and conſequently in the. Water 
by f Baptiſar': / and as for -his divine 'Attri= 
"F bites, ſeeing they areinot” really differens 
=: Piriſt, it neceſſarily follows, that ſeeing the 
4: $&dhead and Perſon of Jeſus Chriſt are re- 
By in the Water of Baptiſm, bis divine 
tributes 'muſt really be there likewile. - 
5- The third Propofition is this : We are' 
obliged £0 adore Jeſus Chriſt in the Hoſt, 
gh he be really there in reſpett of all 
"Fat is to be adored in him, viz. in reſpetof 
PÞ Godhead,: his divine Perſon, & his divine 
:>Ettibutes z yea, though he were there invi-- 
"ly in refpeC(t of his Manhood too. The: 
incipal reaſon of this hath been toncht up- 
? Palready, 'v3z.; That as we are notobliged- 
We worſhip God in all places where he is-(at- 
leaſt 


-— 
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" Jeaft not with external worſhip) but the 
only where he appears in his glorious Maj 
ſty, viz. ordinarily in Heaven, and extraor* 
dtnarily elſe where, as hath been' proved i 
the firſt Propoſition. And as we are not obli* 
ged to worſhip Jeſus Chriſt in:-the W arerq 
Baptiſm with external adoration, though bl 
be really there in reſpeCt of all that is adoraff 
ble tn him, becavſe he doth not diſcover thi 
leaſt beam of- his Glory there, nor. appear 
in the Water of Baptiſm more than in otheſf* 
waters, as hath been proved in the ſecar 
Propoſition: Even fo we are not obligedt 
worſhip Jefus Chrift in the Hoſt with ext 
nal adoration although he be there in rf 
ſpe of all that is to be adored in him,yelt” 
though he were there in reſpect of his Mai 
hood too; becauſe Jeſas Chriſt doth notdl 
cover any beamof his glory there, nor dot? 
he appear in the conſecrated Hoſts any-mony* 
than in thoſe that are not conſecrated; i 
no.man can diſtinguiſh the one from the aff 
ther. And as for his Manhood which: 
pretended to be there inviſibly, 1 ſay thi: 
there is no ſenſible mark of its preſence” 
and conſequently nothing which oblige” 
_ us to external worſhip, for the ſame raf 
fon as is already alledged ; for if the uf? 
viſible preſence of the Godhead , " of 
| | eri0! 
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Fu briſt which are of themſelves adorable , 
.$0n0t oblige us to external worſhip in the 
4 ;Vater of Baptiſm, why ſhould the Man- 


hood of Jefus Chriſt, which is not of it 


erÞif adorable, oblige us to external adora- 
þ pon though it were in the Hoſt, it being 
orpiere only » as they fay inviſibly ? In a 
- thijord, They muſt ſhew us the diſparity, 
eamnd tell us the reaſon why we are not ob- 
+Mized to adore Jeſus Chriſt with external 
"ir Ip in the VVater of Baptiſm, though 

He be really there -preſent in reſpect of all 
wlltiat which is adorable in him, viz. in re- 
7 58a of his Godhead, his divine Perſon; 
eodhis divine Attributes, - and: yet are ob- 
Maieed to worſhip Jeſbs Chriſt in the Hoſt 


t apith an external worſhip, though nothing . 


:Fenders him more 2dorable there than in 
hc water of Baptiſm. 5 


'6, To this the Jeſuite S. Rigant, one of . 


| he moſt learned | of his Order, anſwers, 
What although there be nothing in the con- 
crated Hoft that renders him more adorg- 


"The than in the water of Baptiſm ; perng 


$ amething in the Hoſt which obligeth us 


> external worſhip, which is not in the 
c iter of Baptiſm ; becauſe, ſaith he, the 
viageanhood of Jeſus Chriſt is in the Hoſt, and 


fon , and divine Attributes of -. Jeſus - 


% 
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oO _* a. Ko 16k i 
MOR Fr EG ets oo ne EY PI Tens , 


(64 ) 


is there in -ftead of a ray'of glory ; a 
God wull be adored in all:places, - whe 
the Manhood perſonally united to the Gad 
head, ts prefent': But:in the Water of Buy 
tiſm Jefus Chriſt - diſcovers no beam of-hif 
glory, and-his Manhood, - which is equiva 
terit to a gy of glory, is not there, | 
7. To'this 1 reply, iThat.the rays off 
beams of- glory which oblige. us to exten 
nal adaration in. a certain place, muſt | 
ſen6bly in'that place; -And therefore ſceingf: 
the Manhood of Jeſns Chriſt which is prelſ 
tended and ſuppoſed to be really preſent is}, 
the Hoſt, is.neither viſible nor ſenſible, iff; 
_ Cavinat. be: equivalent! toa beam 'of Glory 
To which | add; That as the Godhead and; 
Nivine perſan-of: Jeſus Chriſt -whbichar 
equally preſent in 'the Water of- Baptilnſi 
aed;in the Hoſt', do not oblige us to-ayh 
ternal worſhip, for this only reaſon,. wh 
becauf they do notdiſcover any. ray of theiſy 
gloxy) there :' ©. neither doth the Manbood 
of Jc&1s: Ghrift, pretended and ſuppoted till 
be: really preſent in-the Hoſt, 'oblige us uf, 
external-adoration, for thisonly reaſon; 
becauſe: it.appears not there,- inor diſcovery 
y ray.af its glory. Laſtly, I. afarm thai 
7; the :YEry doairine and:practice., of 4 4 
Rami/F. Church. it ff, we are ndt obligtthy 


i 
Ii 4 
1+; 
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bs adore Jeſus Chriſt in all places where 
is Manhood is, becauſe, as the Romzſh Do- 

Gl Nors confeſs, we ate not obliged to adore 

bop, k fas Chriſt in that Hoſt *which the Prieſt 

"Uffath hewly eaten; 'and whoſe accidents are 
rot yet deſtroyed 3 ror in'that Hoſt which 
xlockt up in the Cupboard that is on the 

| __ norin that Hoft which a Prieſt car- 

XUV es phder his Cloak to a fick perſqn i In the 

4 tuntty. 

9. To this the fine Jeſaite aifvets, That 
CFithongh the glory of Chriſts Manhood, ap- 
Fyears not to our bodily eyes, yet it appears 
to the eyes of - our ſonl, v5z. to our Falth ; 

- Fr the greateft glory of Chriſts Manhood 

 OSonſiſts In1 its. Tin Pelng fufalnen In to the 

= woe Gbabezt, and in, being ſaſtained ina peca- 
"Flr manner by the Word: Suppoſe then, 
bys he  -that Jeſus Chriſt' be in the Hoſt, 

Þ Fare Ture, that It 1$ perfonally united to 
: ISA ado tly, the glory of 

hook anhood,* which <opliſts*'in'this 

kriondl anforr, Joth certainty appear* to 
ÞÞr Faiths which is ſufficient to oblige us to 
\ rermladoration of Jeſus Chriſt inthe 


Ur bg. 1T64bis1 | +1 Th there ts the. 
IN bot Tad FeſbsChritt,” 1Y 
Manhobt/ vie. the one tUlfential, in- 

ternal, 
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ternal, and hid from our ſenſes; the others 
accidental, external and apparent to. ourſſe 
ſenſes : the eſſential and internal glory off 
God which is hid from our. ſenſes, conkill 
inthe eminence of his perfeCtions, whichan 
to be infinite, almighty, moſt wiſe, &c. at 
the accidental and external glory of Ge 
which appears to our ſenſes, conſiſts in ſon 
miraculous and extraordinary effet, whid 
is ſenſible; as when God cauſed a Buſh þ 
burn without being confumed .; when he 
pronounced his Oracles from above the . 
Mercy-ſeat ; and when, being made may 
I 
( 


and having manifeſted himſelf in the fleſ 
he commanded: the winds and the wave 
caſt out Devils, raiſed the dead, &c. But | 
I affirm that we are not obliged to word; 
ſhip God with an external adoration in all 
places where he is, in his eſſential and i 
ternal glory only + although it appr bt 
to our Faith; becauſe God being every 
where with this eſſential and. internal x lo 
ry,. we ſhould be obliged to. pate umY; 
with an external adoration-in Trees , i 
Beaſts, yea, andin Devils too, which i is ad} 
ſurd : -But weare only obliged to workhij 


God. with ext L worſhip in all plac 
Where: he makes his eſſential and-int 


glory appear by ſome accidental and extery, 
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oÞ/tal glory, viz —by-ifome miraculoas or 
urextraordinary effect; which*1is fenſible, and 
y effequivalent. to a Ray of his effential and in- 
abi$ternal glory, as appea rs/by-whae is: faid ii: 
Sthe firſt Propoſition. - If/like ntdnner The 
fonal union of the Godhead and Man: 
thor, - 'being an eſſentiat glory of Teſts 
- Jovriſt, and an internal glory of his Man- 
ucghood, - wholly hid: from- our ſenſes, doth * 
$ taſſyor, eblige' us tot extefnal adoration ot 
il ieyefos Chrift, although it certatoly. appears 
Sto our Faith, - except. it be accompanied 
nnfwith an .cxternal and- ſenſible glory ; for 
byif the efſential and internal glory of the 
7 Godhead and divine | pk of Jeb Chriſt, 
MEwhich appear 
vor 6 the Warer” of 
0 Wito an external- Jaraticn of Jeſis' Chef, 
xcept tt be- -accompanied with an acciden- 
etia,cxternal and ſenſible glory; why ſhou!d 
ett internal- glory of Chriſt's Manhood, 
which is infinitely beneath the effential and 
Foteroal glory of the Godhead, and appears 
, Ht to the Faith'of thoſe of the Remo 
z Ch areh, oblige them*to the'external ado- 
ration of Jeſus Chriſt," if it be feparated 
ac Rom all external and ſenſible glory ? To this 
| 64d. Fhat according to thedectrineant - 
| a radtc of the _— Church, we are nor 
obliged 
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obliged to adore. Jeſus Chriſt with ex 
adoration in all places where the perſons 
union of the Manhood with the Word, a; 
pears to the Faith of thoſe of that Church, 
for we are not qbliged to adore Jeſus Ct ik J. 
in that Hoſt which a Prieſt hath newly fr 
lowed; nor in that hoſt which is Ie han 
Nor In that hoſt which a Prieſt Carries up 
der his Cloak toa ſick perſon in the = 
try ; although the eſlential glory of Je | 
Chriſt, and the jnternal. glory of & 
hood (which this Jefuite makes to conk 
in the perſonal union of the Manhood y 
the VVord) appear certain to the Faith 
thoſe of the Reanafb Charch. 

10. To this the Jeſuite anſwers, 
as if we would obtain any grace from Ga 
conſidered as he really exiſts in a ſtone, 
ſhould be obliged to proſtration _ ext 
nal worſhip of the Godhead r : 
in that ſtone - ſo, if, we would- j | 
grace from Jeſs Chriſt really Ker p 
the hoſt, we are obliged to approach. unty, 
it with reverence, and-external a ages 
and conſequently we are obliged to 
ſhip Jeſus Chriſt in the hoſt —_— exte 
nal adoration whenicever we would of 


rain any grace from him as he exifts in th *r 


hoſt. —_ 
11. Ti 
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May 11. To this I reply, That as weare ne- 
yrer obliged to beg grace of God, as heex- 
"Pitts in a ſtone,except he diſcovers ſore beam 
ve his glory there, (for it is ſafficient to beg 
Nerace of God conſidered as he exiſts in hea- 
*<Jren, where he appears in his glorious 
WWzjeſty, according to the command of Je- 
Wis Chriſt; when ye pray, ſay, Onur Father 
Wi Bbich art in heaven, and 2ccording to the 
a £ mmand of the Apoitle, lift Hp your bearts} 
uISD we arc never obliged to beg grace of 
z0d or Jeſus Chriſt, conſidered as exiſting 
ut the hoſt, becauſe he diſcovers no Ray of 
Ws glory there; but it is ſufficient ro Beg 
race of God or Jeſus Chriſt, conſidered as 
inſting in heaven, becauſe he always appears 
*RMecre in his glorious Majeſty. Therefore as 
are never obliged to beg grace of God 
Taſdered as exiſting in a ſtone, ſo we are 
Fer obliged to adore him there - and as we 
ve never obliged to beg grece of God or Je- 
$ Chriſt, conſidered as exiſting inthe hoſt, 
wy we are never obliged to adore him there 
ith external adoration. 
12, Tothis the Jeluite anſwers, That God 
cicerth done many miracles by his Sacrament, 
St in it ; both by puniſhing prophare per- 
Ts, and the deſpiſers of it, and alſo by 


King alittle child appear upon the Altar, 
| D 2 Or 
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or fleſh in ſtead of the bread, or blood i; 
ſtead of the wine : all-which ought to he 
acknowledged as ſo many Rays Of the glo 
of Chriſt's Manhood, and*that they ever 
oblige us to the external adoration of Jeſu 
Chriſt in the hoſt. | 
'13. To this I reply, That I do not atal 
doubt but that God hath many time 
puniſhed prophane perſons, and the tonff 
temners of this Sacrament, both ordinal 
- ly and extraordinarily ; for St. Pau! 1 Cf 
IT. tells us that many of thoſe that did re 
ceive this Sacrament unworthily ,- wer 
ſick, and many flept, that is, were dex 
and St. Cyprian in-the Treatiſe of thoſe th 
fail, obſerves God's judgment againſt wi 
ked and prophane perſons, and the co 
temners of this Sacrament. But as fif* 
thoſe apparitions of Jeſus Chriſt in form 
2 child, and of fleſh and blood, &c. 1 lo 
on them as fabulous ſtories invented iF* 
Monks and other ſuperſtitious perſons, F' 
'bove ſeven or eight hundred years aftf* 
Chriſt, when the Doftrine of the real pF 
ſence of Chriſt's Manhood in the Hoſt,beg® 
to prevail, and' was powerfully oppoſed F* 
Gods People in thoſe days. pF" 
14. Secondly, I fay, That althouf* 
there had been ſuch apparitions,yet we mf * 


f 
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4 jg]oot infer from thenee, cither the preſence 
o beſet Chriſts Manhood, or.external adoration 
lorgorcaulſe that is not. Chriſts fleſh which ſeems 
everſto be ſo ; and theſe apparitions may be il- 
Jefygſuſions of the Deyzl. - The Jeſuit Faſquez. 

in Diſput.. 1934 cheperr2. ſpeaks thus. [ 
at alſie*/wver, That which appears 15s not the fleſh of 
rimed&r1/f, nor of any .atber that vs really fleſh ; 
con it is only an effigies, or appearance of 


nar” ; at Sr. Thomas ſaith : and whereas the 


1 Cofimple are deceived; and do believe that C:rijts 
4 rl ſb is there in-a arviſivle and bleody manner, 

it 55 270 great matter ; and this acceit miſt be 
Jeadevretied by the reght inſtrufticn of the Dec- 
> ths Gabriel Biel; a famous DoCtor of 
. wile Romijh Church, Leſſon 5r. upon the 


anon of the Maſs, f2ith, that ſuch apoa- 


'« ffitions of fleſh and blood may be made by the 
rm $4#ſtons of the Devil, ta deceive the ſimple, 
| lod$9d permitting ze to be ſu; and he gives an 
4 F$:2vple of it, viz. That in a convent of 
ns, $finor Friers ac Yiennes i Fhuringia, a 
aft: ain perſon live unto an Arge!, appeared 
1 peſt. 4 Lay-Frier that was preparing himſelf 
beoJ® the Communion, and tyruſt into bis menth 
ſeg I piece of fleſh which as ſuvp 4s be had ſwal- 
\ Fred, be was poſſeſſed, andi grievouſly tor- 
houfferted by the Dewl. - The Jeſuite Suarez, 
e ml #7: 3. Diſp. 55- Set. 3. ſfeaks thus. Ex- 
1 D 3 perience 
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ptrience tells that by length of time the fleh 


and this blood which appear in the Eucharif,h 
are changed and corrupted. But when this 
bappens, faith that famous Ramſb Dotorf 


Alexander Hales, Sem. 4; Queſt. 11. It « 
a fizn that - the apparitios- which was made 


in that form, was not made by the power offi 


GC od, but 'by the power of the Devil, or by th 
craft of man. 

15. Thirdly, If it were as true as it is 
falie, that Jeſus Chriſt hath appeared ſome 


times in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt inf 
the form of a little child, or of fleſh and 
of blood ;, yet I ſay, that as God, when 


he appeared to Moſes in the Buſh that burn- 


ed without being conſumed, was to befh 


worſhipped there, for this only reaſon, be- 


caule he diſcovered a beam of his glory by} 


cauling the Buſh to burn without being 
conſumed ;. but it doth net follow that God 


mutt. be worſhipped in all other Buſhes, f 


though be -be as really m them as he was in 
that, for this only reaſon, becauſe he doth 
not diſcover in them any Ray of his glory: 
ſo, if Jeſus Chrift hath ſometimes appeared 
viſibly in-the- Ho (which 1 do not grant) 
I think then he ſhould have been wor- 
ſhipped, becauſe of fnch a viſible appear- 
ance, Which is equivalent to a ray of 
glory; 


| 
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feblglory 3 but it follows notthat Jeſs Chriſt 
rift, Inoſt be adored 1n other Hoſts, - where his 
this Manhood appears not, though it be really 
Qorſthere, for this only reaſon, becauſe no Ray 
It «of his glory appears there. 
nade | 16: To the three foregoing Propoſitions 
r of l add this Argument, which is' very conſt- 
| the ferable | In lawful adoration'it-is requiſite. . 
that he: that adores, be well affured that 
t isIwhat he adores is the true God, elſe he 
me-fimay juſtly be reproached, as Jeſus Chriſt 
t in flreproached the woman of Samariz, ye wor- 
and ſhip ye know not what. But the Romanifts 
hen ſean never be aſſured ( according to their 
rn-fown maxims) that the Hoſt which they 
be worſhip is the-true-God 3 and they have 
be- felways cauſe to ſaſpe&t that they worſhip 
by = morſel of Bread inſtead of the Redeem- 
ing fer of the World ; becauſe according to 
50d Fitheir own Doctrine, the real preſence of _ 
ies, [Chriſts body in the' Hoſt depends on law- 
S in Ffat conſecration ; and lawful conſecration 
oth {depends on the quality of the Prieſt, and 
ry : Jon the pronouncing” of the words: of conſe- 
red fcration, and” on his intention in pronoun- 
nt) Jcing them; for there is no conſecration (as 
or- Jthey ſay) when-either he that celebrates 
ar- IMaſs is no Prieſt, or doth -not pronounce: 
of the words that are eſſentially requiſite to 
'Y3 D-4 CON» 


| (74) 
conſecration, vita this 4s, my body, \&c. - or. 
doth- not-pronounce them | with intention- 
to conſecrate ;z - and conſequently In theſe 
caſes the Hoſt remains meer bread. But: 
it is impoſlible certainly to know theſe three. 
things : .For as for the quality of the Prieſt, 
he muſt. have ;been baptized-; and- he that: 
baptized: him .muſt have obſerved the ef 
tential from of Baptiſm, -and- have had in-[ 
tention, t@, baptize him + Again. he muſt 
have received - Ordigation from 'a-true Bi-} 
ſhop; and the Biſhop, muſt have obſervedÞ 
the ellential form of Ordination,: and- have 
had intention to make him a Prieſt-; and 
to make this Biſhop a true Biſhop, he-muſt 
have been baptized in due form, and with 
the requilite Intention, and muſt have re- 
ceived Ordination in due form, ard with: 
the requiſite intention from-other Biſhopsz-P 
and they again, for the making them true-ſ 
Biſhops,muſt alſo have received Baptiſm and 
Ordination in- due form, and with the re-. 
quiiite intention, from other true Biſhops, 
and theſe from others, and-fo- back to- the Þ 
Apoſtles.; - But who can. be aſſured that F 
from: the Apoſtles to a-Biſhop, or -Prieſt;\Þ 
now adays there hath been no failing, et 
ther in the eſſential form of Baptiſm or Or- F 
dination, OT in the requiſite intention ? Fo | 
or fi 


Pd 
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{for the pronouncing of the words requiſite: 
ſito conſecration, none but the Prieit can 
eſe know whether he hath pronounced them 
>4t.flor not, | becauſe in the celebration of. the 
ree. Maſs, thoſe words are pronounced fo ſoft- 
eſt, Bly, that no perſon preſent can hear them. 
id as for the intention, it is evident that 
flo man but himſelf can know it. Be- 
Rides, It 1s known that ſome Prieſts are 
agicians, as Lewis Goffredi, and other 
wicked Prieſts, who do neither conſecrate - 
$n due form, nor with the requiſite inten- 
ſion, eſpecially ſach as believe nothing of 
what they profeſs ; yea, divers Monks and 
rieſts that have been converted to our Re- 
igion,- have aſſured. ns that for along time 
efore their converſion they did avhor the 
.dolatry that was practiſed in the adoration 
ps3-Þt the hoſt. Judge then if ſach perſons 
rue-$5 theſe had any antention to conſecrate in 
3nd Ike celebration of the Maſs. 
re- | 17. The Romiſh Dottors have ſought all 
ps, $*e remedies imaginable to prevent this' 
langer. Pope Adrian Queſt. 3.ſpeaks thus: 
Pn the adoration of the Euchariſt there # al- 
eſt;\ 45-4 ractie condition, Viz if-the conſecra- 
ei-. ##n be duly made, (as bath been decided at 
Council - of Conſtance ) - otherwiſe they 
ud not be excuſed from-idelatry, that wor- 
Ds . = 
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flip. the Floff when the Prieſt pretends to Ce 
lebrate, but Celebrates not 3 or pretends to Ct 
lebrate and is no Priefl, as it many time: 
happens. Obſerve theſe words, 
times happens, for they ſhew that there i 
great cauſe of doubting, and that much 
caution muſt be uſed. For as if a we f 
man, in her husbands abſence, ſhould fay f 
to a man that comes to her, and tells her f; 
he is her husband, (and ſhe hath probable jj, 
grounds to ſuſpett him) If thow are mil; 
| 
i 


busband | will recesve thee, and thereupon 
endeavours to car it before ſhe admits hin 
to: any privacy, this condition frees herfi 
promiſe from blame z but if ſhe gives her 
telf up to him, before ſhe clears thrs doubt, fl 
ſaying, 1 will receive thee if thou art my bus fy; 
»eaxd, this condition doth not free her att 
on from blame, but ſhe will be reputed an 
adultereſs. - Even ſoif a man to whom an 
Hoſt is propoſed .to be adored, and-he hatbþ; 
reaſon to doubt whether it ought to be a-þ, 
dored,. ſhould only ſay, If thou. art Chriſt | 
mill adore thee, and ſhould not adore ith, 
before he be. well aſſured of itz this con-ÞF;, 
dition would render him blameleſs ; 5ut i,;; 


{ notwithſtanding his doubt, he adores it 
| rhis condition, »f tho art Chriſt, I adore, 
if — :2ce, doth not exempt him from the crimey 
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of Idolatry ; for to what purpoſe is the- 
condition, whether it be tacite, or expreſt, . . 
I- adore thee if thow art Chriſt,. becauſe. he 
attually adores it, without knowing whe- 
ther it be ſo or nor ? ; 
t3.- Fo what hath been ſaid, I add, That- 
the Primitive Church never adored the Hoſt- 
nor believed that the body and blood of 
Chriſt were. really and inviſibly in the Sa— 
cfament of the Eucharsſt; for if the Chri- 
ſans- of the Primitive - Church . had be- 
ol Flieved it, they had farniſhed the Heathens- 
With ſpectous pretences to excuſe the Ido- 
het Bltry of thei Iinage-worſhip, and to re-- 
ict ſtore upon the Chriſtians thoſe very argu- 
Dh ments which: they had made uſe of againſt- 
t+} 19. Firſt, The. Heathens did maintain. 
a Ithat- their - Idols were- compoſed - of two- 
Ul Rhings, viz. of a- viſible Image and an in- 
at frifible Deity dwelling in it. They bring: 
* © Fbezr gods, ſaith St. Chryſoftom-in Theodores- 
Ja) * Atrep, into their baſe images of wood and: 
ne, and ſhut them tp there as in a priſon. 
ON” Farr gdds,. faith Arnebius Book 6. dwell in 
- YE laifter and baked Earth ; end, that they may 
theſe materials more venerable, they ſuf- 
egos themſelves to be ſhut up, and to. remain: 
wp and detained 5n an obfeure priſen. But. (þ 
b ; might. | 
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| 'mightinot theHeathens have. jſtly-replyed 
{ . to the Ancient Chriſtians, it they had be--j 
lieved what the Komzſb Doors do now: 
adays 5 And do not you believe the very: { 
{ame of your Hoſt, that it is compoſed- off 
tivo things, ! vis.” of the- viſtble.ſpecies of | 
bread 5 andthe mvitible body. of ' Chriſt ;- 
which is hid under the- ſpecies ? Doth- not; fi 
your "Chriſt. dwell} in baked dough , - and 
that he may make a- piece of- Bread- more | 
venerable, doth he not ſuffer himſelf to be: 
ſhut aps and doghrhe not [remain hid: as;in [| 
a-priſon? A3%3 03 2957288559 210! i F148 
20, Secondly; The -Heathens held: that: 
conſecration was the -means whereby the 
Deity which they adored, was made Pre 
ſent in the Image. So Tertallian in; his Fit 
pales ; chap.” 12; faith; 1 find nothing ito cob- 
jth againſt Images; but:-that the. mattey of; then || | 
15 ( ſuch as onr  Frying-pans and Kettles are fp! 
»»24e of , which changeth_ its. defisny by conſe- 
cratien. - And Minutius Felix ſpeaks thus of 
a.Pagan Image, Bebold gt 5s meited, or gear A 
fa/hioned, eud-yet is net God 5: behold it, 6 FU0 
exilded, fntſhed, gerected,-.and Yet 35 n9t- G od; | 
veizald 1t 55 adorned, conſecrated, :and.wor- 
ſhipped, wand then it ts God. And Armnev;u 
in Book 6, Dedication-or Conſecration makes 
them dwell in Images, they re{uſe not to dwelt 
| Fr, 
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 habitations of Earth, or. rather , biting 
weed to go inte them by the right. of. Dedica-/. 
they are incorporated, and joyned to the 
ages. But might>not 'the Heathens have 
replied to the Chriſtians thus 3 We find 
it juſt ſo in your Euchariſt, viz. that the : 
fens:are of -the ſame mattor” with our com- 
non Bread-'and> Wine, bit ; change their 
teſtiny by conſecration 3 beholdi it is knead- 
d, and moulded, - and 'yet it'-is 'not "God z. 
xhold. It, is , baked in the Oven, and: yet: 


Jitis. not-: Gad : behold it; is conſecrated and: 


.:{adoreds 8nd then its God z; for your Chriſt” 


Jcathnot refuſe to-enter into_theſe earthly. 


matters, or rather,” being forced to go into-: 
them by - the. right of conſecration, - he. is-: 
incorporated and joyned to the ſpecies _” 
pogo ett 2 12 ad2 
-Ehirdly, Fhe Heathens 'had- both: 
= and little Images 5-and-did:i beheye: 
that the Deity , which they worſhipped; 
was as well in the little as in the great ones. | 
Arnobius in Book 6. jeers them far this, ſay- : 


ing,' that 1F their Gods bad. their dreat and 


litle Images in whych they dwelt, ; they mu 
needs be reigned SONE of dre > he 3 


little mes, whereas in the great ones they mig 
f frecch themſelves out at their full length. Bot: 


gh not the .Heathens have: reproached - 
the 


( 80 "5% 
the Chriſtians-of thoſe. times in the fime# 
manner if they: had: believed that Jef 
Chriſt had been wholly contained as well 
ma little Hoſt -as'in a' great one, and a i 
well in the leaſt part of the Hoſt as in the 
greateſt ? 

- 22. Laſtly, The Heathens were reproach. K 
ed for worſhipping Wood and:Stone, thef 
work of -mens hands 3: things that - cannot Þ 
ſee, hear; ſinell; taſte; breights ſpeak, or Þ! 
move ; things expoſed to age, ruſt, cor-þ- 

raption, . duſt, falhkng, breaking; burning; 

&*c.. tothe injurie+of Worms, Mice, an 

other Beaſts; ſubject:to'the power: of Ea" | 

mies, to be ſtoln, lockt up, &c. as you Þ* 

may read: in Arnobius , Lattantins , My 

nutins. Felix, and other ancient Do&tors of 
the Church. - But if thoſe ancient Chriſti- 
ans had believed what the Ronaniſts now 
do; . might not the Heathens-have- replyed 
thus? And can you deny-that the Hoſt which 
you worſhip is the work'of a mans hands; 
that moulded it, and:-gave-it ſuch a form |. 

as.pleaked ham, and then -confecrated-it I* 

with certain wgrdsto\ make” your Chriſt Þ 

comme in into it whole ane*editire?: Do not |} 

you adore your Hoſt, 'which neither ſees, | 
nor hears, nor ſinells, nor breathes, nor-|I" 

__ nor An; nor moves-? Is-not _ 
O 
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loſt ſubject to age» duſt, falling, burning, 
eli » Worms,. to Mice, and other Beaſts > Is 
welt not ſubject to be taken away, ſtolen, lockt 
} ap? &c. But if It be ſaid that the accidents 
the a the Hoſt are only ſubjelt to theſe incon- 
eniences, and not Jeſus Chriſt that is un- 
ch. fer them ;, I anſwer that the-Heathens had 
jefaid the fame, wiz. that their Gods were 
nor pot ſubjeCt to theſe inconveniences, but the 
or fllmages rare in which they were ; for in 
or= [4rnobixs his 6. Book, they ſpeak .thus : We 
18; Pelieve n0t the Copper, Gold, and Silver, whereof 
nd:ve [mages are made, "to be Gods and Deities, 
| of themſelves deſerve adoration ; but in 
eſe materials we adore thoſe that ſacred dedi- 
ion iztroaucetb, and canſeth to dwell in the 
Images. 


CHAP. vl. 
Againſt the taking away of the Cup: 


4 y- taking away of the. Euchariſticat. 
m Cup was eſtabliſhed:as an: Article of 
:x fraith by che Remiſh Church Repreſentative,. 
alembled in Council at Gnftance, uno 
(45: Seffion 13. in'® Canon, the chief 
uſes whereof are theſe: Seeing that in di- 

ve. ers parts of the World there be ſome who. raſh» 
i [2 preſume 10 ſuyy. that Chriitiax people oughs. 
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ro partake of the. Sacrament of the- Encha.þ, 
rift nnder both ſpecies of the Bread and Wine, 
and do "gue the Communion ts Lay-people, 
xet ovly ander the ſpecies of the Bread, bit al- 
fo nnder the ſpecies of the Wine ; this preſent 
holy” general Council of Conſtance, lawfully af. 
ſembled in the name of the Holy Ghoſt, being 
deſirous to prouade for the ſafety 'of the faith-&, 
ful againſt this errour, doth therefare declare, 
decree , and determine, that altbough Jeſu 
Chriſt:did adminiſter this venerable Sacrament þ} 
to bis Diſciples under both. the ſpecies of Bread | 
and Wine , and \altbongh mn the. Primuive 
Ghurch the: Fautbful "did receive this Sacra 
ment ander beth ſpecies, - yet - notwithſtanding 
that (for the avoiding of certain dangers and 
ſcandais.) this cuſtom, which was introduced 
with reaſon, ought to be kept, viz. that Prieffs 
that ſay Maſs ſhall commanicate xnder both 
the ſpecies of the Bread and' Wine, but that þ 
L ay-perſons ſhall communicate under the ſpecies 
of Breadonly : and they that ſhall ſay the cor- 
.trary, ought to be expelled as Heretichs, and 
grievosſly puniſbed bythe Biſhops, or their Office 
4s ; T his Canon' was confirmed: by the fuc- | 
ceeding Romifh Councils, and particularly by 
the Council of Trexr; "2.0 

2: Againſt ſo-horrible a Canon, -and fo þ 
Nrangea. Law; it is very difficult to oppoſe 
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b4a-Kny thing 3 for, if you tell them that-this - 
ne; Law is contrary tothe Inſtitution and:com- 7 
Ve, fnand of Jeſus Chriſt, they freely:tonfefs-- 
4-St; ſeeing that although Jefus; Chriſt did - 
ſent Fyſtitute and adminiſter the: Euchariſt under 
4ſ-Þoth ſpecies, yet they will not have it. fo 
ng practiſed. If you: tell them that this:Law 
th-$; contrary to the command'of St. Panls.iands: 
Te, brattice of- the Primitive Church, they. n+ - 
ſus Þenuouſly own it ; for they operily declare, / 
en Bhat although the Faithful in the Prichitive 3 
ead Thurch did receive the Sacrament of the 
*7e Fachariſt under: both ſpecies, yet they that .. 
74 reftite it' thus, : ought- to be expelled and 
229 $aniſhed as Hereticks. + This 1s the true way : 
wd tending all Controverſies, and of keeping © _ 
cel $; from diſputing with ' them. For ex- 
es Enple, If we alledge that St. Paul, - 1 Tam. 
* þ: faith, that they who forbid: #0 marry;: and! 
bt fummand to abſtain from meats, do _teach"the 
165 Bearines of Devils;, they need only anfwer, 
”m What although St. Paul doth ſay fo, yet we 
"4 uſt not believe it , becauſe - the Romiſb 
church hath determined otherwiſe. Again, 
c-* we: alledge; That the | ſame: Apoſtle: 
by Epbeſ: 2." faith, that we are ſaved by graces” © 
wongb faith; andthat not of onr- ſelves, 3t is. 
lo þ Lift of God ; not of works, - leaſt any man: 
# boaſt ; they need only-anſwer, + Thee” 
Is although 
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although this-was written by the Apoſtle;J( 
yet we muſt not believe it, becauſe thefſc 
Romiſh Church hath determined, © that wel: 
are ſaved by works and faith as comingf{ 
from our elves, and from the ſtrength of ft 
our own free will, &c. And now I leaves 
you-.to judge whom we ought to followſo 
whether theſe. lying Doors, or Jeſs 
Chriſt and. his Apoſtles. But: that whichÞ 
I find utterly inſupportable is this , vis Þ 
that- they accaſe of. raſhneſs, erroor, and 
hereſfie, thoſe that by obeying Jeſus Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles, - and following the prac 
tice of. the Primirive- Church , do affirm 
that we ought: to partake of the Cup #Þ 
welias of the Bread. Again, Find it an in- 
{uffcrable piece of impudence , that theyF: 
boaſt ſo much of antiquity, and-of thecon-Fit 
formity of ther Creed to' that of the pri:Þ 
mitive Church, and yet can fo openly reÞ 
nounce both in this chief and principal point 
of dodrine. | = 

. 3: Here the Romiſb Dottors now adaysf 
think to ſhelter themſelves, By telling wp 
its: true that Jefus Chriſt did inftitate theſſ 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt under both theſe 
fpecies of: the Bread and Wine : - and: thatÞ 
the- Primitive Church did ſo celebrate it; 


net by any expreſs. command. of Jeſosf 
; Chrif. 


(35) 

tle;JChriſt and his Apoſtles, but meerly by Ec- 
thedefiaſtical policy, which may be changed, 
wes ſeveral occaſions and\ circumſtances re- 
inghquire. - And they add, - That it is ſufficient 
| of fto obſerve that which is of the effence of the 
aveSicrament,vsz.to receive the body and blood 
ow; of Chriſt ; but that the Church may change 
clasthat which is accidentalvzz. to receive them 
richuoder both the ſpecies, or under one ſpecies 
viz fealy, for they will have it, that the bloodof 
and{Chriſt is under the ſpecies of Bread, by 
rift foncomitance, and that his body: 1s under 
rac-he ſpecies of the Wine by concomitance z 

irmccauic Jeſus Chriſt being now glorious, his 
> #Þody and blood cannot be ſeparated. | 
in-| 4--To this F reply, Firſt, That there isan 
heyzpreſs command- of- Jeſus Chriſt to take 
on-ſthe Cop and drink, St. Marth. 26. in theſe 
pri-Frords, drink ye all of it.. To this the &b- 
re-$##Þ DoCtors anſwer, That the word «dl is: 
zintiot extended to all men ; for then we 
Tould ſay that the Euchariſtical Cup ought 
layÞ be given to Turks, - Jews, and all other 
SEfdels, And they add, that the word af 
xFoth not extend toall thoſe that are of the 
Fody of the Church of the Ele, for then 
zatſde Euchariſtical cup ſhould be given to: lit-" 
168 children, whom God hath elefted to 
ernal life-: But ſay they, the word all ts 

ECX- 


(8 ) 
extended only to all thoſe, to whom Jeſas 
Chriſt gave the cup, vsz. to the Apoſtles, 
conſidered as they were Paſtors. : 

5. TothisI reply, That although Jeſu 
Chriſt gave this command to drink of the 
Euchariſtical cup to his Apoſtles only, yet 
we muſt know in what quality they received 
this command : But it was-not in. the que 
lity of Apoſtles, for then none but Apoitles 
could partake of the cup ;/' and there” being 
now no more Apoſtles, it ſhould be quite 
taken away, and ſo Mas could be no more 
celebrated. And it was not in quality of 
Paftors,.-or facrificing- Prieſts ; .;for Jeſus 

— Chriſt was then-the only. Sacrificer, as. the 
Romiſn Dottors ſay, and the Apoſtles did 
not then - exerciſe the, FunQion- of -ſacri 
ficing Prieſts. Beſides, it belongs to Paſtors, 
and thoſe that adminiſter the Sacraments 
being publick perſons, to give, and to pri 
vate perſons to receive only - ' But the 4 
poſtles in the celebration. of the Eucharilt, 
did ogly receive: of Jeſus Chriſt their Mz 
ſter and Paſtor : Therefore they received 
the command to drink of the cup, as they 
were. Believers. Whence it follows tat 
all the faithful that partake of the Sacra 
ment of the Euchariſt, are obliged by the 
command of Jeſus Chriſt to drink of the 
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cup. So then the Romiſh Dottars' are mi- 
taken when they telf' us that 'none but 
Prieſts that fatrifice have a right to drink 
of the cup, and that thoſe Prieſts that do 
not ſacrifice, muſt communicate under the 
ſpecies of the Bread only, for at that time 
ve Apoftles did not ſacrifice. To this may. 
+f be added; that if - the command of Jeſus 
les] Chriſt, drink ye all of it, was ſpoken to 
ing Paſtorsonly; becauſe they to whom, Chriſt 
ſpake were Paſtors ; then it follows that the 
command of Jeſus Chriſt, Take, eat, was 
ſpoken to Paſtors only,becauſe they towhom 
jeſus Chriſt ſpake were Paſtors ; and ſo the 
people will not be obliged by any command 
al to communicate'-under 'the ſpecies of/ the 
bread, and conſequently will be wholly de= +! 
prived of the Sacrament, which is very ab- 
Hf turd, -and contrary to Chriſtian Religion. . | 
4 6- Secondly, Ifay, Thar in 1 CGrimth. 1. 
{| there is an expreſs 'corimand to all the 
Faithful to drink of the Cup, in theſe words, 
|| Let a man examine bimfelt, and ſo let him eat 
of this Bread, and drink of this Cup. In 
which words the Apoltle ſpeaks to all-Be- 
hevers,. who, no doubt; have cauſe £0 Cx- 
q amine themſelves. And this 1s apparent, 
FF becauſe 'St. Paul direfts his Epiſtle. Cand  # 
onlgeeney theſe words) to all thoſe"of || 


the | 
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(.-38 ) : 
the Chorch of Corimb, as well Lay-maf* 
as Eccleſiaſtical ; fot in chap. 1. verſe 2. he! 
direQts it to al-tbat in every place call mal® 
the name of Teſus Chriſt - our. Loxd; To thigh® 
T add, That Jeſus Chriſt doth not only fag, Þ 
«s often as ye eat this bread, but alſo, «s ofter 
as ye drink this cap, ye de ſhew the Lordi 
death till be come; 1o that we do as muchÞb 
commemorate Chrifts death by partaking © 
of the cup 'in the Euchariſt, as' we do byj® 
partaking of the bread. And this is very 
proper; for ſeeing that not only the body 
of Chriſt was broken, but alſo his blood [0% 
thed on the Croſs; and that in every pro- {Þ 
Pitiation and expiation for ſin, the effuſion Þ* 
of blood was very conſiderable (becaule it th 
repreſents death better than any thing ele J& 
- doth) it is certain that they do not celebrate 
the memory of Chriſts death as they ought, 
that do not partake off this part of the Sz 
crament, whereby only we commemorate 
the effuſion of Chriſts blood. 

—. Thirdly, 7 ſay, that in the diſpute a- 
bout the Euchariſt, our Adverſaries do al- 
ledge to us the words of Jeſus Chriſt in 
chap. 6.._of St. Febn's Goſpel, Excepe ye drink. 
the blead of the Son of man, ye bave ne life in 
you. Why then do they deprive the peo- 
ple of life, by taking the cup from __ 
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neafaed hindring them from drinking ? And 
teflitis not atall to the purpoſe here to alledge 
pe {ncomitance , .ahd to tell ns that by 
his faking Ghraſt's body ander the ſpecies of the 
an ad, -we take his blood alfo, becauſe 'tis 
rex PAKPATaL from his body. For, to this I 
»4 ſaafwer; Firſt, That to take Chriſts blood 
x Jiataking the Hoſt, is not to drink.it : But 
ing (Jelus Gbriſt faith expreſly, Except a man 
by (drink his blood.he hath nolife in.him. Se- 
ry (condly, 1 ſay, That although in ſome places 
dj (9 the body, ſhould. be meant the body and 
od blood too, yet it could not be in thoſe 
on Jietween the body and the blood ; But in 
ir the Sacrament of the Euchariſt. this' diftin- 
tion is very apparent; for Jefus Chriſt gave 
irſt the Sacrament and figu of his body in 
theſe words; Take, ear, this ss my body, which 

is broken for you: and then ſeparately the 
acrament of ' his blood , in theſe words, 
Drizk ye all of it, for this i5' my blood, which 
i ſhed for you... And- be not only ſpeaks of 
them ſeparately, but repreſents themas re- 
ally ſeperated-in his death, - for he ſaith, -y 
bedy broken for you, and my bloed ſhed far you. 

la which words there is noiplacefor conco- 
mitance ;z- -for-the -body broken: by-divers 
wounds doth not contain the: blood, = m 


(-90 ) 
blood being ſhed, is' not contained in the. 
-body.: -Alfo our Adverfaries affirm, that « 
the: ſacramental . words>dao Coperate-that 
-which they: ſignifie z' But by their own con 
feſlion',. they lignifie' the” ſeparation -off i 
.Chriſts body-from his blood, 'as Card. Pea 
ron acknowledgeth in his reply to' the King 
of Great-Britain, pag. 1 08. in-theſe word 
'The ſcape of the. entireneſs of this. Sacy ame 
-3s to put-r in mind that this-body and 
blood which we receive, were divided 
death on the Croſs ; whence St. Paul faith 
4s often 4s 'wi eat this breat;” and drink thi eh 
-Cup,. We'iſbew the Lords death tilt he cc 
Thirdly, "I ſay, That as he'that eats bre 
-dipt- in.. Wine, - hath/\ indeed Wine in'h 
- mouth; : but:doth not'drink it 3 fo he th 
ſhould eat or ſwallow a conſecrated Hoſt 
would not drink Chriſt's blood, though'K 
-WETE IN It. | - 

1. Laſtly; I ay, That ſeeing the Sacraypt 
ments: were tnſtituted-to aſſure us the morg}y 
of the truth'of-God's proiniſes, and that alſſtr 
our comfort depends on this perſwalic on tb 
that'all Gods promiſes are moſt true: ;*: 
neceſſarily follows, that 'as "much | of  thein 
Sacrament as-is 'taken-away; "{o'much oe 
the certainty of this perſwaſione is: dimen: 
niſhed; . And'tis to no purpoſe to” fay'rhitÞly 
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g one part of the Sacrament doth as- much 
9 confirm God's promiſes as the whole Sacra- 
ag mentdoth; for if it be ſo, then God hath 
t unneceſſarily inſtituted two Sacraments; for 
it had been enough to have 1aſtituted Bap- 
4 tiſm only, ſeeing it is ordained to. confirm 
ing Gods promiſes. -But, if for ſuch a confir- 
&1 mation two Sacraments are. better than one, 
en and if two pledges, and two ſeals for that 
wy parpoſe, are of more conſequence than one 
"# alone 3 then in one Sacrament alſo, : two 
thi ſigns are of more weight than one alone, 
tht for the confirmation of Gods promiſes. And 
mel ſeeing it is ſaid St. Luke 22. and 1 Cor. 11. 
ad that the cup is the New Teſtament, and the 
-lig new Covenant in the blood of Chriſt, be-- 
:bagl cauſe it is the Sacrameat of it, why then are 
oft people deprived of it ? : 
hN.. 9- As for the imaginary dangers and 
\ .4ſcandals which the Romeſh DoCtors find in 
A peoples: partaking of the Cup, I ſay in ge- 
wrqneral , - that Jeſus Chriſt -( in whom; the 
treaſures of- wiſdom are hid, and in whom 
onthe fulne of the Godhead dwells bodily) 
-. it forefaw thetn as well as they; and yet he 
thejinſtituted and- adminiſtred 'the- Cup: , 'and 
1 offcommanded: all to drink of it. And St. Pax! 
imiwho was extraordinarily inſpired by the Ho- 
rhaly Ghoſt, doth (notwithſtanding theſe pre- 
0) E tended 
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tended dangers and ſcandals) command the 
Corinthians, © as well Lay perſons as Eccleſiaſti- 
cal, to drink of the cups + as hath been ab 
ready proved. | 
10... The firſt inconvenience which our 
Adveriaries find in peoples partaking of | 
the- cup, is that they fear they may dip 
their monſtaches in the Chalice, and ff. 
the Blood of Chriſt -may remain on ſome 
hair oi the movſtache-; alſo they fear that 
the ſpecies of -the Wine, and conſequently 
Chriſt's Blood, may fall 'to the ground, 
_ —; fallen it cannot be gathered up 
E 


 IEIIY 


"To this I anſwer : Firſt, That Wome, 
- Punuchs, and ſuch young men as-have no 
beards, ought not to be excluded. _ 
Secondly, It is better to be withont Mor 
fRtaches, than without the Parenipeting' ' 
The whole Sacrament. -- 
'Thirdly, This inconvenience proceeds at 
1y from a falſe ſuppoſition, 'viz. that Chrif 
blood is under the ſpecies of the wine ; but 
if in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt therebt 
nothing but Bread and Wine in ſubſtana 
-and any of it ſhould fall: ts the : ground'at 
-Cidentally, | and not through any "fault « 
-ours, this inconvenience is not great 6 
Rough to viulate the Inſtitution -and cor 
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mand of Jefas Chriſt and his Apoſtles: 1c: 
7: Tt, The ſecond inconvenience is, 'That it . 
- | is almoſt inipofſible to obſerve -this Law 
| where thereis a great number of peopleand 
Ir | but one Prieft.- 
of] © To. this banſwer,, Firſt, That-in places 
IP} where there is much people,.. Ag; Ks GUESS 
© | there aredivers Priefts:i / 
Ky Secondly; If one Prieſt bei not. enough; | 
A} another muſt becalled from fame beighbonr- I 


ing 

; Seay, That which cannot he-dove in 
vp} one day, muſt bedone. in itwo.orthree days; 

| cather: than the commuand- of Jeſus: Chriſt | 
®Y thould-be violated, and-the prattice; of the” 
ny Primitive Church abandoned..' - | 

.- 212. The: third inconvenience-1s , that 
ry ome have a natural antipathy, or averfion 
09 to Winez- and eonfequentiy: cannot-drink of 
thei cups | J0/182 781fÞ v5 ; 
” »-Po this: kankvet;: Ktizz-beaznſe: corpora 

aftions do dependion certain natural: pow- 
7415: they) are:fyppoſed. to:-be:cqmmanded 
EUIta here 'that: Have: natural: powers: PLOPEE 
ES I 

C c gYYQ 

T dnot commitndedstbrdeaf)petſanss: bhntQ 
thoſe that can bearrit: 3-4ut; vi of 
on ine is-a corporal - ation, and therefore: _. 
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(9s) 
| commanded to thoſe only. that can drink 
{ -it. So thatif the-cup muſt be taken from 
! allLay-people, becauſe ſome of them have a 
natural antipathy to Wine ; then the preach- 
ing of the Goſpel muſt be taken from Chri- 
ftians, becauſe ſome'of them are deaf, and 
cannot hear it..: '': 

13. The fourth inconvenience Is, That 
there” are ſome Countries where no Wine 
grows, 2s in Lapland, Norway, &c. 

To this I anſwer 3 Firſt, That although 
| ne Wine grows in thoſe Countries yet ſome 
'\ may be brooghtrhither. -.;- 

Secondly, But if:none can be' breach 
withoar-being ſpoiled, and-s form chang-f| 
Y ed, then it is better to ſubſtitute the ordina- I" 
F ry drink of-the Country in ftead of Wine. þ| 
'Þ Thirdly, Bat if this..common: drink of ; 
S theCountry may.not-be: ſubſtituted: inſtead [ 
of Wine, then they that carinot have Wing; 
doatifain-fromit, becauſe they” are forted 
thereunto z 'andirt is neither impudence nar 
{ contempt, 'toabſtain fromathing command- 
| ed by Jeſus Chriſt, when it is not to be had: 
8 but toordaia that they thatthave wine. in # 
'  bundance fhall me cupsris anin 1 
ſfferable boldneſs,- god:awaſt: -unchri 
contewpt of theSacrament; ' | 
> O1ITN DOE. 014 5- J 
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"C2 &P. VIE 
Hg ainſt the Maſs.. 


HE Maſs, according to: the Romiſh 
DoCtors, is a Sacrifice of: the Body 


and Blood of Chriſt propitiatory for the 
fins of the living and dead; and fo it isde- 
fined by the Council of Trent, Seſſion 22. 
Againſt ſuch a Maſs we might alledge all the 
Arguments already made 'uſe of againſt 
Tranſubſtantiatton, and the'pretended pre- 
ſence of ChriſtsBody in the Hoſt ; for our 
Adverſaries confeſs that,thoſe reaſons which 

deſtro : 


Tranſubſtantiation , and the. pre- 


tended preſence ot Chriſts Body in:the:Hoſt, 
.do alfo deſtroy the Maſs: -* But ii this Chap-_ 
ter we-ſhall only uſe ſuch Arguments as are 
dire&ly againſt the Maſs, and doutterly de- 
ſroy'it.. - - 


. 
o 


2. The firſt Argument is drawn from 


this. v3z. that-in the: inſtitution and firſt 
eclebration of the Euchariſt , Jefus Chriſt 
did not facrifice nor 'offer his Body and: 
Blood to his Father, as appears by. what is 
mentioned by the three Evangelifts and the 


Apoſtle St. Paul, in which: there is not the 
..j aſt foor-ſtep to be ſeen of a Sacrifice ; or 


—_—..* 


oblation of Chriſts body-and blood. This 
Bellarmine confefieth 


in Boek 1. of the. Maſs, 
E.3 chap. 


chap. 
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zeſs of the Sacrament, but-is not of its eſſence , 
which 7 prove, becauſe neither our Lord ner bis 
Apoſtles, did - make this Ollation at the firſt, 
a5 we bave dernonfirated out of Gregory. The 
Jeſuite Saimeron in Tom. 23. of his Com- 
mentaries on the Epiſtles of St. Paul, makes 
a Catalogue. of unwritten Traditions, in 
which he puts the Eccleſiaſtical Hrererchic, 
the warſhjpping of Images, . the Aaſs, \the man- 


ner cf fi 


+:r:e. Card. Barons in his Annals on the 


$f th*Edthaviſt is atawritten Tradition: 
A ſtrange thing that the: MaG, which & 
the foundation of the-Romijhd Church (for 
the Doctors require nothing of the people, 
but that they ſhould: go'to_Maſs) cannot 
be found to have been'3nffituted .or- com- 
manded by Jeſus. Chriſt {'-And the -truth 
is, if Jefus Ghriſt-in the celebration: of the 
Euchariſt tad offered unto God his Father 
a facrifice of - his Body and Blood, propitia» 
tory for the- ſing of- the living and dead; 


- then there had been no need-that”he:honld 


have been ſacrificed [again- ofi” the Croſs; 
becauſ, haying already explated our: fins 
| | H 


— 


in theſe words, Theoblation which 


x maae after conſecration, belongs to the mtire-' 


acrificins, and the tradition that Teſut 
. Chrit did offer a ſeprifice in the Bread and 


rear 5373treely confeſſtth; that the ſacrifice 
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in the ſacrifice of the Euchariſt, there was 
no need he ſhould expiate: them again on the. 
Croſs. To this Ladd, that St. Pax, -Epheſ. 
4- 11. mentions the Offices which Jeſas 
Chriſt left his Charch, when he aſcended. 
mto Heaven, in theſe words, He gave ſome: 
Apoſtles, and ſome Prophets, and fſome- Evangee 
liſts and ſome Paſtors, and T eachers, but makes 
no mention at all of the Sacrificers of © 
Chriſts Body and Bleod,. nor in 1. 7T:#z. nor 
in the Epiſtle to-Tx#, when he deſcribes 
the duty of Biſhops, Presbyters, and Deas _ 
cons, without. making the leaſt mention of. 
this ſacrificing of. Chriſts Body and Blood: 
3: The ſecopd& Argument is drawn from 
the definition af. a Sacrifice, a5 itisgiven us . 
by our Adverſaries: Card. Bellarmin in Book: 
3. of the Maſs, chap. 2. defices.it thus : 
Sacrifice is an external oblation made to Ged” 
alone, whereby in acknowledgmext of humane 
infirmity, . and the. divine. Majeſty, the lawful 
Miniſter conſecrates by a myſtical ceremony, aud - 
deſtroys ſomething that is ſenſible and perma- - 
rexut, From theic laſt words, . viz, that the 
lawful Miniſter deſtroys ſomething that is 
&nſible,] form twoarguments which deſtroy 
the ſacrifice of the Mafs. 87-5 "A 
The firſt 1s this, In every ſacrifice the 
thing ſacrificed muſt fall under our ſenſes; . 
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for our Adverſaries ſay it is a ſenſible thing: 
But the Body and Blood of Chriſt, which 
are pretended to be facrificed in the Maſs, 
wnder the accidents of the Bread and Wine, 
do not fall nnder our ſenſes, as we find by ex- 
perience ; Therefore the body and blood of 
Chriſt which are pretended tobe under the 
accidents of the bread and wine, are not the 
thing facrificed. 

The ſecond Argument is this : In every 
true ſacriftce the thing ſacrificed muſt be ut- 
terly deſtroyed; that is, ttmuſt be ſo chang- 
cd, thar it muſt ceaſe to be what it was be- 


Sag face above cited : 'But in the pretended $2- 
i ficc of the Maſs, Chrifts body and blood 
| are not deſtroyed, for Feſus Orif dyeth m 
more, Rom. 6. Therefore in the pretended 
Sacrifice of the Maſs, the body and blood 
of Chriſt are not the thing facrificed. | 

4. .To theſe two Arguments Hellarmn in 
Book 1. of the Maſs, ch. 27. and other Re- 
miſh DoCtors anſwer, that Chriſts body ſim- 
ply is not the thing > ſacrificed in the Mafs, 
bur it is Chriſts Body, as tt is under thepe- 
cies of the bread z and thatit is in reference 
ta the ſpecies of the bread, that Chriſts bo- 
ay, is ſenſible and viſi wi | 


| Secondly, 


«fore, as Bellermin faithinexpreſs terms in the 
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Secondly, They anſwyer that in the facri- 
fice of the Maſs, Chriſts body is deſtroyed 
in reſpeCt of its ſacramental being, but not 
io reſpect of its natural being ; for when it 
is eaten in the ſacrament it ceaſcth to be uh+ 
&r the ſpecies of the Bread. 

5- Totheſe anſwers [| reply, Firſt, That 
Chriſts body is not viſible by the ſpecies of 
the bread, . becauſe, as our Adverſaries ſay, 
that hides It from us, and hinders us from 
keing, it. - And although a ſubſtance may 
be viſible and cognizable by its accidents}. 
yet it is never ſo by the accidents of another 
ſubſtznce 3 and conſequently Jeſus Chriſt 
may be ſaid ta be viſible by his own accidents,. 
but not by the accidents of the bread, which: ' 
is jaſt alike-both in the conſecrated and un- 


conſecrated Hoſts ; and *rtis a ridiculous * 


ſhift to ſay that Chriſts body 1s viſible under: 
the ſpecies of the bread,. becauſe that ſpecies. 
is viſible; for as we cannot ſee Wine that. is- 
in a Hogſhead, becauſe we fee the Hogſhead;. 

and-we cannot fee the Money. that. is- in -a- 
Purſe cloſed, becauſe we ſee:the Purſe ;: ſo» 
neither can we ſee the body. under the ſpecies. 

of the bread, becauſe we ſee the ſpecies; for: 

2s our adverſaries fay, that: A hinders. 

us from ſceing it. 


Ts, 6. Se> 
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6. Secondly, I ſay, That by the facramen- 

tal being is underſtood,. only an accidental 
being of Jefus Chriſt (for example his pre- 
tence 1n the Sacrament). or elſe beſides that, 
is underſtood his ſubſtantial. being too. It Þ 
his ſubſtantial being be alſo underſtood (fe 
ing the ſubſtantial being of a thing is nc- 
thing elſe but tts ſubſtance and nature) then 
it will tollow that it Jeſus Chriſt be deſtroy- 
ed in the Sacrament of the Euchariſt inre {| 
ipect of his ſubſtantial being,. he muſt alb ' 
be deſtroyed in reſpeCt of his natural being, | * 
which is contrary to what the Apoſtle faith 
Rem. 6. that Teſs Chriſt dyerh no more. | 
an accidental being of Jelus Chriſt be ouly 
anderſtood-( for example, - his preſence in 
-the Sacrament) then theſe ab{urditics wil 
foliow, viz. _ 

Firſt, That the Sacrifice of the Maſs wil 
He theSacrtfice of an accident ovly, and not 
of Jefus Chriſt, becauſe the preſerce- of jc 
£$s Chriſt is not Jeſus Chriſt- himſelf, but 
an 2cctdentof him. - 

Secondly, It will follow that the Sacrt- 
fice of the Maſs, and that of ;the Groſs will 
not -berhe-{ame facrifice 4n reference to the 
thing Gcnficed, becauſe Jeſs Chriſt, and 
his preſnes are not the ſame thing 3 z- Jeſu 
Chriſt being a ſubſtance, and. his preſcos Go 


_ 


Cnr} 
ar accident, which is contrary to the deciti- 
ON of the Council of Trent, which hath de- 
termined that the Sacrifice of the Maſs, and 
that of the Croſs, 'are the ſame in reference 


- to the-thing ſacrificed. 


Thirdly, It-will follow- that the thing 
which 1s deſtroyed in the Sacrament, is not 
the ſame with.-that, which "was produced. 
there, becauſe there-is only an accident de- | 
ftroyed, whereas a ſubſtance was produced: 
by Tranſubſtantiation., - It 1s a- ſubſtantial - 
converſion, as hath been fa fiiciently proved. 

Fourthly, It will follow that the facrifice- 
of the Maſs will be offered in the Prieſts {to-- 
mach only, becauſe this preſence -is not de- 


-Rroyed till the Prieſt hath eaten the Hoſt. 


and conſequently,. the ſacrifice of the Mab - 
will beoffered after the Maſs, for this pre- 


ſence is only deſtroyed by the deſtrution of» Þ 


the accidents; and commonly-theſe accidents: 

are not deſtroyed tillafter Mals is faid: 
Fifthly, It will follow that the juſtice of 
God will ceaſe to be the ſame ; . for whereas 
heretofore it could not be ſatisfied bur by the. 
death of Chriſt, and by the deſtruQtion. of 
his natural being ; now God isappeaſed, our-” 
fins expiated; and. Gods juftice. fatisfied-by - 
the deſtruftion of his ſacramentalbein gouly; 
| | = 
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for they will haveir, that the ſacrifice of the 


{ -- Maſsis propiriatory for the finsof theliving 


and the dead. | 

7. *Fhe third Argument is drawn from 
theſe wards of the Apoſtle, Heb. 9. Almoſt al 
things are by the Law purged with blood, and 
without fredding of Blood us no remiſſion : lt 
was thereforeneceſſary that the paterns of things 
in the Heavens ſhould be purified with theſe, but 
the Heavenly things themſelves with better ſa 
erifices than theſe. From which words L form 
this Argument, There 1s no propttiation,. or 
remiſſion of fins without ſhedding of blood, 
az the Apoſttk& ſaith :- But in the Maſs there 
is no ſhedding of Blood ( for it is called 
an unbloody Sacrifice : Therefore in the 
Maſs there 1s no propitiation or remiſſion 
of fins ; and conſequently no propirtiatory. 
{acrifice for ſin. This Argument: may be 
thus confirmed. ; Under the Old Feſftatnent 
there was no propirtiation or purification, 
wethout- ſhedding of blood; and the types 
of Heavenly things were ſo purified; as the 
Apoſtle ſaith, Heb. 9. Therefore under 
the New Teſtament alſo there can be no pro- 
pitiation or purification without ſhedding of 
blood, and heavenly things being repreſen- 
ed by the tegal types, muft be purifiedby a 
more excellent facrifice, viz. by the ſhed 


—_— y au 3 —__. Mi. th gy 


"DUI A AMBu OD MMmMmmg v=. CS wm. 


| (103 ) | 
ding of Chrifts blood: And although the 
Apoſtle uſeth the word'S acrifices_ in the'plu- 
ral number, yet we muſt underſtand the on- 
m | ly Sacrifice of Chriſt 'on the Croſs; becauſe 
al | when one thing'is oppoſed to many, it is 

often expreſſed in the phural number; as 
/t |} when Baptiſm, which: is but one, is called 
gs | Baptiſms, Heb. 6. 2. But the only ſacrifice 
« | of the Croſs of Chriſt in the Text above 
& || cited, Heb. 9. 23. is oppoſed to the old Sa- 
m || crifices, which were Types and Figures of 
or {| the Sacrifice of the Crofs. Wn, 
d | 8. The fourth Argument is drawn from 
re | the words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 10. 16. The 
> || ® the Covenant which I wilt make” with them 
he & after thoſe days, ſaith the Lord; 1 will put my 
Mn | Laws into their bearts, and in their minds will T 
ry. write them,and their fins and iniquittes will I re- 
be | member no more. Now where remiſſion -of thoſe 
nt ff there i no more” offering for ſin. Whience [ 
| form this Argument : Where there is remi{- 
&& || flon of ſins there is no need of an. oblation, 
he } or a propitiatory ſacrifice for ſin, as the A- 
er | poſtle faith : But in the Chriſtian Church, 
o- || by vertue of the New Teſtament, or New 
of | Covenant,confirmed. by the blood of Chriſt, 
n- I there 1s remiſſion of fins, Heb. 10. 16, 17, 
Therefore in the Chriſtian Church - now 
adays, there is no need of an oblation, or 
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propitiatory Sacrifice, and conſequently ng 
need of the. Sacrifice of the Maſs... . -. 

9. The fifth Argument is drawa from the 
words of the Apoſtle, Heb. 9g. Jeſus Chrift 
off ereth not himſelf often, as the High Prieſt en- 
' eereth into the boly plate every year with the 
blood of athers >. for then muſt be often bave ſuf- 
fered from the foundation of the World, bu 
now once inthe.end of the Worlds, hath. be ap- 
peared to put away ſin by the Jacrifice of himſelf. 

d as it is appointed to men once to dies but af- 
ter this the judgment, ſo Chriſt was once offered 
zo bear the ſins of many, and. unto them that look 
for him ſhall be appear. the ſecond time without 
fon unto Sakvetion, - This is confirmed by the 
- words of the ſame Apoſtle, Heb. 10. The 
Law baving a ſhadow of good things to come, 
and not the very image of the things, can never 
with thoſe Sacrifices whicb- they [ered year by 
' year, continually make the comers thereanto per- 
feft, for then would: they not have ceaſed to be 
off ered, becauſe the wor ſhippers once purged ſbould 


have had. no-more conſcience of fins. But in theſe] | 


aremembrance is made again of ſins-every year ; 


for ut 65 not paſſe thatthe-bloed of Bulls and of | | 


Goats-ſrould take away: ſins, &c. . And. every 
High Prieft ſiandeth daily miniftring. and aff 


' ang oftentimes the ſame Sacrifices which cat 


off erec 


never take away ſins , but this may after he had . 


d 
| 
| 
{ 


«44h fo.when the: Apoſtle ſaith,. that. 7eſwe Chris 
, __offwrath 
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effered one Sacrifice for ſins, for ever ſate down: 
on the right hand of God, For by one offering 
be hath for ever perfetted them that are ſaniti- 
fed ; which is conformable to what. he had 
faid a little before, that we are ſanttified by 
the offering of the Body of TFeſus Chriſt once 
for all. From all which I form theſe Argu- 
ments- _- TY 

10. Firſt, Thg old Sacrifices were reiterated, 
for the Apoſtle faith, that rbe High Prieft en- 
tereth into. the boly place every year with the 
blood of others : but the Sacrifice of Jeſus Chriſt - 
muſt not be reiterated, for the ſame Apoſtle 
faith that, Teſs Chriſt off ereth not bimſelf often; 
and that he hath once appeared to put away [it 
by the ſacrifice of bimſelf: Therefore the Sacri- 
fice of the Maſs is not the facrificeof the Croſs* 
reiterated, or the reiteration of the Sacrifice 
of the Croaſs,as our adverſaries would haveit. 
, 11. .Secondly the Apoſtle adding, e!ſe he 
ſeould_. often have ſuffer 'd from the foundatien- 
of _ the. World, Makes it appear that Chriſt 
cannot be offered withoat {affering : For; as 
he that ſhould ſay, this 1s not Fre elſe it- 
would be hot, doth neceſlarily preſuppoſe 
that fire is hot 3. andas he that ſhould fay he- 
is-nomanelſe he would be rational, doth ne- 
ce{arily- preſuppoſe that man is rational -- 


© TEE 
_ efferetÞ not himſelf often, otherwiſe be would 
eftern*bave ſuffered, doth neceflarily preſup- 
poſe that Jeſus Chriſt cannot offer himſelf Jo 
without ſuffering : But Jeſus Chriſt doth not {tl 
fuffer every day in the Maſs: Therefore heis ſm 
not offered every day in the Maſs by the Jq 
Miniſtry of Prieſts. # tl 
12. Thirdly, Theſe words from the fon fibe 
dation of the World, are of great weight; for JM 
.*tis as much as if the Apoſtle: had ſaid, if 
the only Sacrifice of Chriſt on the Crofts be far 
not ſufficient to take-away-ſins which ſhall Jo: 
| be committed hereafter, * follows that it Jfo 
was not ſufficient to- take away fins which Fol 
have been committed heretofore from the Its 
creation of the World, for it is very unſuit- 
able that the ſacrifice of Chriſt on the 
Croſs ſhould have more vertue before it was 
offered than ſince: But the facrifice of Chritit 
on the Croſs, had the vertue fo take away 
fins before it was, otherwiſe (faith the: Apo- 
ſtle) he ſhould often have ſuffered from the foun- 
dation of the World: Therefore it hath alſo 
| vertue to take away ſins: committed fince-it Jer] 
was, and confequently there 1s no.need that 
it ſhould be reiterated in the Maſs. on 
13. Fourthly, The Apoſtles compartſon an 
' E conſiderable, the ſenſe whereof is this: & 
As men fuffer Deathbut once,and-after death 
WY : appear 
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appear no more till theday of the reſurrec- 
tion, and day of judgment ; fo Chriſt hath 
elf Joffered himfelf to his Father once for all-on 
ot {the Croſs to take away fins, and will be no 
>1s {more on Earth until he comes to judge the 
he Jquick and the dead. ' This utterly deſtroys 

the Maſs, in which Jeſus Chriſt is ſaid to 
7 fbe offered and ſacrificed continually by the 
or {Miniſtry of Prieſts. | | 
if | 14. Fifthly,Sacrifices that take away fins, 
be Jand fanftifie thoſe that come thereunto, 
6uzht not to be reiterated ; for the only rea- 
fon -which the Apoſtle alledgeth, why the 
old Sacrifices of the Law were reiterated, 
ts becguſe they could not take away fins, nor 
anctifie the comers thereunto as appears by 
the Text above cited. But the Sacrifice of 
kfus Chriſt on the Croſs, takes away ſins 
and fanCtifies thoſe that come therennto : 
Therefore the ſacrifice of. Jeſus Chriſt- on 
the Croſs, ought not to be reiterated, and 
onRquengly is not reiterated in the Maſs. 
15. If Jeſus Chrift did offer himſelf a fa- 
crifice on the Croſs that he might fanCtifie 
s for ever, and purchaſe eternal redempti- 
on for us, then it is evident that the fruit 
and efficacy of this facrifice endures forever, 
and that we muſt have recourſe to no other 
Pcrthce but to that of the Croſs: But /o- 
"i 


: ( 108. ) | 
ſus Chriſt did offer himſelf a Sacrifice on 
the Croſs that he might ſanCtifie us for 6 


as apears by. the Text aforeſaid : There: 
fore the ethicacy. of the Sacrifice of the 


vertue and ſufficiency, then Jeſus Chriſt hath 
_ offered ane only Sacrifice once for all, and 


conſequently is not oifered daily. iu the Mako 


by the Miriſtry.of Prieſts. -. - > - -- 


= 


were made Prie 


ed to cominne by reaſon of death" but 7eſulit 
Chrift becanſe he comimueth for every, bath auf 
unchangeable Prieſthoad ; and that be is able t 
ſave them to the .uttermoſt; that come unto Coal 


...16. Laſtly, The Apoſtle almoſt through Ty 
ont the whole Epiſtle-ro the Hebrews, faith. 
that Jeſus Chriſt was conſtituted and conle-« 
crated by his Father, High Prieſt for ever;Þ 
and particularly chap. 7--he faith, That may 

"A becauſe they werg. not ſuſjer- 


bim, ſeeing be. ever livath ta make interceſſuaih 
or them , and conſequently:he hath no needy: 
of Vicars, or companions in his Prieſthe x S 


j 
ver, and purchaſe eternal redemption for uy, fic 
Ta 
_ Croſs endures for ever, and we muſt 
have recourſe to no other Sacrifice- but to 
that of the Croſs. In a word; either neſſi 
maſt confeſs-that the Sacrifice of the Crokit 
hath .no. vertue -to -take away fins, and toi 
fandtifie us for ever, (which is contrary tolfi 
"what the Apoltle faith) orelſe if it hath thi 


r 
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> onþ+ +7. Inanfiverto theſe arguments the. Ro- 
Tr 6-pwjb Doctors are wont toſay that theSacri- 
r ug ffice of the -Maſs is the ſame "EE that'of the 
Croſs, in reſpeCt of the eiſence of the\Sacri- 
ice, the ſame thing, beiug offered in-bothy 
; : «the body and $$. of. Chriſt. by the 

\Þrictt, viz. by Jeſus. Chriſt : But. I aifers 
- reſpect of the manner of offering; for on 
robe Croſs Jeſus -Chriſt offered him If bloy- 
| tofflily, that 1Sz when he died he ſhed his blayd 
/ tolffor mankind ;/ but in the Maſs he offers him- 
thigh If unbloudilys that is, without. ſhedding 
athiſhis blood, and without dying -..On the 
and os Jeſus Chriſt was. deſtroyed in. reſpet 
f his natural belof. but igthe Mas he is 
royed 2 refed of- his. facra entdl ,be> 
Y; They: addy; that All the ts 
by irewn from the-*Epiltle: to: the; brews, 
1k-freſpet only. that bloody oblation, which was 
r;Fpnce offered on the Croſs ; : Du peſes this 
bloody Sacrifice there is . that is un- 
bloody, which-is daily offered in. the Mals. 

ſuſtaſtly,- they ſay-that. the . Sacrif ce of the 
z CroK bs Primitive and. original, but this. of 
tothe Maſs repreſeatativey commemorative, 
/06 fur 1d applicative of- that, of the Croſs, as the 
otonncil of Tre. hath in ts 22 Seſſion.q ©: _ - 

uy ' x8. To theedH $Lreply, That the 
Sacrifice of the. doth: not differ oO 
{5 that. 
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that of the Croſs in reſpett of the manneg,, 
- only (which is but an accidental difference 
but it differs in reſpett of efſence too. + 
' Firſt; Becauſe the natural death of Jef 
Chriſt is of the eſſence of the ſacrifice of tl 
Croſs : But the facrifice of the Maſs dotlf,, 
not comprehend the natural death of Jeſu, 
Chriſt,for Jeſt Chrift dyerh no more, Rom. 6K; 
[= ara do the facrifice of the Maſs,doth' no; 
rehend that which is of the eſſence, 
the crifice of the Croſs, . and conſequent, 
differs from it eſſentially, and not in reſpellf; 
of the manner only. | 
__ Becauſe the repreſentation of 
thing, eſſentially fromthe thing repre 
Girel + For example, The Kings Pity X ; 
differs eſfentially from the King. - Alfo ti, 
memorial of the thing differs entially from, 
the thing whereof it is a memorial : Foy- 
example, The celebration of the Paſkeovergze 
which was a memorial of the Angels favour, 
able paſſing over the houſes of the /ſracliraſ 
differs eſſentially from that paſſing over. Audhs 
laſtly, the Application of a thing differs «fF; 
ſentially from it : For example, The applica 
tion of a Plaiſter, differs eſfentially from thi 
Plaiſter:But according to the determination 
of the Council of Trent, i in Seſſion 22. he 
| _ of the Maſs is repreſentative, con P- 
memorati | 


= 
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nSemorative;; and applicative of that of the 
"roſs -. Therefore the ſacrifice of the Maſs 
© dife eſſentially from'that of the Croſs. 
- 'Thirdly,Becauſe the ſacrifice of the Croſs 
IS of an infinite value, and conſequently 


ght not to be reiterated; for its yalue be- 
wy 1g infinite, it is lufficient to take away all 
ps paſt preſent, and to come, as Zellarmine 
ith, Book 1. of the Maſs, chap. 4- But the 
crifice of the Maſs is of a finite price and 
a alue, ncconiieg to the ſame Bellarmine and 
| the Romiſh Doors ; at which we may 
ſtly wonder, ſeeing, as/our Adverſaries 
Sp: it differs not;from the facrifice of the 
Toſs, either in reſpect of the thing. facrifi- 
* her or in reſpe&t of the chief Prieſt, and 
: theſe the facrifice hath all its price 

q n | {'f ues. ; 
Fol: 29. Secondly, 1 fay>that.an unbloody pro- 
Piiatory facrifice isafeigned, and an imagi- 
ery thing, and-that the Arguments drawn 
"20 - 3 on to the Hebrews, do wholly 


"Firſt; Becauſe It us id, Heb. 9. thet whe, 

iding of blood there is no remiſſion of. ſans 

Dre ink the ' rents of of- the 

{there can-be.no of ſins,» and 

For quently it cannot ben propitiatory fa- 
wifice for - he 

Secondly; 


on a er oe 2; 
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Secondly, -Becauſe Jaſbs Chriſt cannot! 
offered without" ſofferitig 3196r'the Ape 
faith, "Heb; 6. Feſw Oberf afenatho ite b 
often, otherwiſe" he ' ſhowild' oftes 'bivve pony 


oiblJ + 


Bit the Sacrifice of Jeſas Chriſt with ſul 


ing is a bloody Sacrifice ; Pherefore 
is no unblogdy Sacrifice.” 
* Thirdly," Becauſe he dloody Saccifice 
thie Croſs; beitig of an 4tifidite 'valve, hat 
purchaſed an eternal Redeinption, Heb.;y 
and hath taken away all fins, paſt, preſen 
and-to come. ''Whence it foNows thar hey 
is-no other Sactifiee,citheebloaodyorunble 


dy, that can purchaſe the pards ned gd BN 


bs Secrifice'of the Crofts having fufficien 
one it.” © 1 
--Fourthly,: Becauſe the juſtice-of God 


quires that ſins ſhall be | xpiared ron 
 and'This is fi 


niſhinent thatisdueto 
peak? bur by" ei blood uh iowa 
pea [8 t Uld'1 

death" of the-Crefs": *Therefdre';che 'juſti 

of God muſt haye changed its nature; 'if fit 
can hedge the Maſs Without pain, 


ITS 


np, | wh DIY 


dropRdentR;eommenoraivexyd' 
plicative, which is daily offered-in! the Mai 
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th reply, Firſt, That what the Council of | 
arent faith in Seſſion 22: wiz. that inthe Eu- 
-pdcharift there isaSacrificere reſentative,com- 
memorative,- and applicativeof thatof the 
&gCrols,may bear a goad ſenſe, viz. that there 
is IN It a repreſentation, commemoration, 
- Jane dd application of the Sacrifice-of the. Croſs, 
: 4 iz. 2 repreſentation;becauſe the bread bro- 

<1 repreſents the body broken'; andthe 
;.afvine poured into the 'cup, repreſeiits the 
}J0lond vf Chriſt ſhed for the remiflion of fins : 
F z commemoration, becauſe all-that'is done. 
init, is done in remembrance of:ſeſhs Chriſt _ 
nd his death according to his own: dont 
and in" theſe words;- Do brim remembratice = 
"76, (ant according to what St.- Paul 
ith, x Cor. 11. As oftew-as ye do.cat this bread, 
wu drenk. this ape ts flew. the Lords death 
# be'comd' 2 and an apptication, becauſe the 
wit- of the Sacrifice of the-CroB is-applicd 
Fes -not only«by. the wore; bot aNo bythe 
nents, 8 weſhalt ſhew-hereafters\But 

» ir Adrerfaries are not content with' this, 
offer they will 'have it thatiin the eolebration 
\; "Þf the Euchariſt, there i offered &'true/and 
niS@roper Sacrikce propitiatefy for the'fins of 
t living and the-dedd,0which hath been. al-- 
ady' refated atdargen?:! 503 2 | ! | 
"1! \Secondiy, ſay that"the application of the 
- acri- 
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Sacrifice of the Croſs may be conſidered on 
.God's part, or on- Man's part : | on Gad' 
parts. when he offers Jeſus Chriſt to w[ 
with all his benefits, both in his Word and 
Sacraments : on mans part, when by a tr 
and lively faith, working by love; we em-- 
brace Jeſus Chriſt with all his benefits of 
red to us both in his Word and Sacraments N 
And thisis that Jeſus Chriſt teacheth-us, St. 
.Fohn 3. in theſe words, As Moſes lifted 
the Serpent in the Wilderneſs, even fo muſt} the 
Son of men be lifted up, (viz. on the Crokil 
that whoſoever believeth in him Poli 
periſb,but bave eternal Life: For God ſo |: 
the. World, that _ be gave: bis only' begotten 
' (viz. todie) that whoſoever believeth :n bin 
ſhould net periſh, but bave everlaſting Life * 
doth not by whoſoever facrificeth him in the 
maſs, but whoſoeyer believeth, &c. And $t 
Par ſhews it clearly in theſe words, God hail 4 
ſer forth: Jeſus Coriſt to be- 10 thr aug 
Faith in his blood; ; he doth not fay through 
the ſacrifice of the maſs, but through /Faitl 
And. we really and: truly apply the ſacrifice 
of :Ghriſts /Cro& when we have reconts 
To him |-asA man-applies a Plaiſter wheay / 
he hath recourſe to. it, and lay bt; on the i bs 
wound ; But the recourſe or.refage of a Xe 
nitent aver to the facrifice of the Croks fr <4 
ODtLAalningy + 
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obtaining mercy from God, is nothin eſe 
but Faith: . As for: the:diflinftion of the | 
wHl facramental--and naturs1- being | of Jetns 4 
indy Chriſt, it hath been already refuted in the 
rey 6. Number. 

m-J-: 24+ I ſhall conclude this diſcourſe with 
tie-f the teſtimony of Thomes Aquinas, the: molt 
sf famous of all the Remiſb: Doftors, and called 
ty by our Adverſaries, the Angelical:Dottor. 
| fl This'Thomas in. Part. 3. Oneft.' 83: Artic. 1. 
having propoſed this Queſtion, viz. Whe- 
ob)l ther Chriſt be ſacrificed in the Sacrament of 
i the Euchariſt, he concludes with theſe me- 
wh morable Fs a _ of this = 
| avert 55 ver Yo Re 00 ws 24s 
” well becauſe. the . repreſentation of Frog 
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oo of eh Sacrament - Der d) 
i be) 558. repreſynirative Image of Chtiff's Pa 
"<1 F 


{ ars ) 


| - fimm; which Paſſion 55 the true ficnificing . 


| Chri#t, and. fo the celebration of this Sacramen ip 


E: +: the ſacrificing of Goifh, {Seconidly,: rhe. cela 


| = 


vration of this . Sacrunent 35 (called rhe ſaci 5 


_ Cing of Chriſt in regard of the eff elk "of :QObvifill,, 


Paſſion, becauſe by this Sacrameit we hire 21 
partakers of the fruit of the Lord's Paſſion: Lt 
The. Komaniſts keep. to this deciſion of their 
Angelical Doftor, and we thall agree witli. 
them in this point; for i anrconfident; thillk 
there is not ane of 'the Reformed Religion pl 
but will ſubſcribe this true. doerine: of Ti 
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noe any prieciial Objection 
ES; Be nd Comal 
an 
he that eurerb ray Ros wen hrenkesb-y bf 
bub eremal ſes 8. 'Now we muſt aſi 


LIGY VE . Þ "Objeftion. "ov 3 34 43 
ines CT ad, Wiheiith 
of-Articles of Faith, the iyſtiws Ip 
5X Satraments, andche taking: 1 the 
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Ements and Covenants are in agitation, men 
peak: plainly and:properly,and notobicurely 
"Yor figuratively ; But in the celebration of the 
YEEacharilt Jeſus Chriſt eſtabliſhed an Article 
Yof Faith, inſtituted the Sacrament of the 
«Euchariſt, and: ſpake of a Teſtament and a 
—FCovenant - for it is ſaid of the Cupthatit 
els the New Teſtament and the New |Cove- 
Unantin the blood of Chriſt ; yea, he ſpake 
1Sthen to his Diſciples, to whom he ſpake in 
odplain and proper terms, and not in obſcure 
*Ferms, or in figures or parables, 8s hedid to 


"Mie people. 
Anſwer. 


3.-To this:Objeion'l anfwer; Firſt, That * 
LoPe is-falſe that: Articles of 'Faith are alwayes 
 Expreffed in. proper terms in holyScriptyre, 
'Þs when it is aid in the Creed, that Feſr 
Mb} farcrb on the right hand of Gol, its | 
Wrvident that this is a Figure and Meta- 
=Ehor, for God being a Spirit; hath-nei- 
ter right hand nor left ; and alt interpre- 
Frs expound this fitting on- Gods right 
and, Metaphorically, viz. for thatLord- 
Flip borh- of Heaven and Earth, - which ke" 
: Jatiereceived from God his Father avearthly 
UPrinces maketheir Licutenants, whom they 
appoint to govern in their name,” 'Tofit on 
-rightifide Es Again when it-is 
| - 2 


0s id, 


thou ſhalt bind on earth ſball be bound in bea- 


authority. | 


| (1:8) 
faid, St. Hatth. 16. Upon this rock 7 pn 
baild my Church, and the gates of bell ſhall ne 
prevail azainſt it, and 1 will give thee the key: 
of the kingdom of  beaven, and whatſoever 


Us] 


ven, &c. It is manifeſt that theſe are Fi- 
gures and metaphors, as Bellarmin confel- 
ſeth in Book, 3. ' Of the Biſhop of Rome, 
chap. 10. and yet It is chiefly by this paſſage 
that they endeavour to prove the Popes 


' 4. Secondly, I anſwer, That the holy 
Scripture commonly ſpeaks of Sacraments in 
figurative terms ; thus Circumciſion is cal- 
led God's Covenant, Gex. 17. in theſe 
words, This is my Covenant, every male ſball t 
circumciſed, that Is, this is the ſign of the 
Covenant, as appears by the following 
verſe, Te ſhall circumciſe the fleſh of your fore- 
thin; and it ſhall be a token of the Covenant be 
tween me and you. So the Paſchal Lambs W 
called the Lords Paſleover, Exod: 12. be al] 
cauſe the bloud of this Lamb ſprinkled or 7 
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the door-Poſts, was . given as a ſign of tl &r 
- *Angels favourable paſſing over the houſes ff '* 
the 1fraektes 3 as appears by verſe 13. 0 "i 
_ the ſame Chapter. So Baptiſm. is-calle.. 
the waſbing of Regeneration, becauic it 'is-the _ 
Sacrament of it. In a word, the' Ev Ni "A 


riſtic: 
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riftical cup is called- the New Teſtament, be- 
cauſe it iS the fign, ſeal and ſacrament ofiir. 

5. Thirdly, I anſwer, that in holy Scrip- 


in proper terms without a Figure; for the 
Teſtament of Jacob, Gen 49. and that of 
Moſes, Dent. 33. are nothing elſe but a 
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And Civilians will have it, that in Teſta- 
ments-we ſhould not regard the proper ſig- 
nification of the words, but the intention 
of the Teſtator. To this I add that Jeſus. 
Chriſt did not then make the New Teſta- 
| ment, and the New Covenant, but only in- 


> 


For the Covenant was made with all man- 
kind in the perſon of Adam after the Fall, 
| when God promiſed him that the ſeed of 
the Woman ſhould break the Serpents head. 
This was afterward renewed with Abraham 
when God. promiſed ' him that in his ſeed 


viz. in Chriſt, the bleſſed ſeed; who hath de- 
ſroyed the Kingdom of Satay. After this 
J it was confirmed by the blo1d of Chriſt ſhed 
q on the Croſs : Then it was publiſhed throught 
all the World when the-Apoſtles had receiv- 
ed the Holy Ghoſt. And laſtly, Baptiſm and. 
the Euchariſt are the igns, ſeals, and facra- 
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ture, Teſtaments are not always exprelled. - : 


chain of Metaphors, and other Figures. - 


ſtituted the ſeal and ſacrament of them -- 


all. the Nations of the Earth ſhould be bleſſed, © 


ments of it. F 3 6. Fourth. --.- 


P 
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6. Fourthly, Ianſwer, That if by theſe 
words, To ſpeak clearly or plainly, be under. 


ſtood, to ſpeak incelligibly, ſo that the Apo- 
ftles might and ought to underſtand what he 


' faid to them, then it is certain that Jeſus 


Chriſt did ſpeakclearly ; for to ſpeak Sacra- 
mentally, and _— to the ſtile uſed in 
all Sacraments, was to ſpeak clearly and not 
obſcurely : But if by theſe' words, to ſpeck 
clearly, be underſtood to fpeak. withour a fi- 
gnre, then It is falſe that he alwayes ſpeaks 
clearly to his Difciples, witneſs the calling 
of his Diſciples ; to whom he ſaid, St. Mar. 
5.. follow- "me, and 1 will make you filters of 
men : And wher he ſaith elſewhere, ye «re 
the ſa't of the Earth, the light of the World, 
&c. To this I add, The Apoſtles-did ask Je- 
ſus Chriſt the meaning of parables and-o- 
ther things which they did not underſtand, 
and theretore certainly they had mucl more 
reaſon to.3&k the meaning of ſo many ſtrange 
things as follow from the Viaſs, from Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, and from the pretended pre- 
ſence of Chriſt's Body in the Hoſt, v:z. how 


| a humane body cande in a point, and in di- Þ 


vers place at once ? How the head of Jefus 


_ Chriſt and his whole body could be in his 
j. mouth ? How accidents can be without a 


| 7 Laſtly, - 
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7. Laſtly, Seeing Jeſus Chriſt aid, drink; 


_ ye-all of this cup, all Prieſts, whether Jeſu- 


ites, Monks , or-other Romiſh Dofttors', 
would of neceſlity be conſtrained, really,pro- 
perly, and without a figure, todrinkof the: 
cup, whether melted or not, and- really to 


ſwallow: it, until- they ſhould confeſs that 


there are fignres in the words:of Jeſus Chriſt . * 
in the celebration of the Euchariſt. - . | 
| | Objettion. 2. * J% Sd 

8. The ſecond* Objettion is this : The - 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt is more excel-- 
lent than that 'of the Paſſeover, becauſe the 
Sacrament af the. Pafſeover isa Typeof the 
Sacrament of the Euchariſt, and! the-thing 
typified is always, more excellent than the- - 
Type: But if the Sacrament of the Eucha- 
riſt did nat really contain the Body and: 
Blood of Chriſt, but was only the: ſign of 
it, then it would follow that the Sacrament: 
of the Euchariſt would not be more excel- 
lent than that of the Paſſover ; nay the. 
Sacrainent of the Paſfeover would be-more- 
excellent than that of the Euchariſt 5; be- 


' cauſe a Lamb and ifs blood is more excel- _ | 


leat than Bread and Wine; and the death 
of a Lamb and the ſhedding of its blaod doth . 
much better repreſent the. death of Chriſt, _ 


and.the ſhedding of his blood-on-- the Croſs, } 


F, 4c than 
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" than Bread broken, and Wine poured into 
a- Cup can.do.' . / NS >> 


by : \ 6 "I - 
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.9. To this 1 anſwer, Firſt, That the thing 7 
typified. by the Paſchal Lamb, is Jeſus | . 


Chriſt;-and not the Sacrament of the Eu- 
chariſt ; as St. Paal ſhews clearly, 1 Gr: F. F 
- when-he calls:Jeſus Chriſt our. Paſſeover, in | *© 
theſe words, Chriſt - our Paſſeover was cruci-" , 
fied for mw. The truth is, 'a whole Lamb 5 
without ſpot or blemiſh killed and burnt to- 
ward the evening, and its blood-ſhed, doth } 
very well repreſent - Jeſus Chriſt perfe&t; | © 


T7 » 
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without fin; put to death, and his blood : 
ſhed toward the. end of the World; and' 2 
in the fulneſs of time ;- but ſuch a Lamb I 


repreſents nothing of that: which is ſeen in 
the Euchariſt. Beſides, the” Types and Sa- } ,. 
craments of the old Teſtament: were iaſti-: J >, 
Tuted that tha Faithful of thoſe times might! J 
come to the knowledge of the things typifi-: Þ e:; 
| ed and ſignified, tor the Salvation of their JF. 
ſouls : But the Faithful under the old Teſta- th 
ment never came to the knowledge of the FI. 
Euchariſt by the Paſchal Lamb ; and though Þ ,c 
they had come to the knowledge of it, yert' F.. 
| they had no benefit thereby. In a word, fp. 
# ſeeing the Paſſtover and the Euchariſt are 

jj] Types, Images, and Signs of Jeſus. Chriſt, 
ll tis. 


ts as. 
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'tis very impertinent to ſay, that the Paſſe- 
over is the Type of the Euchariſt,. becauſe a: 
Type 1s not properly the Type of another _ 
Type, but only. of the thing typified ; as. = 
the Image of C2ſar is not the Image of ano- 
= image of Ceſar, but only of Ceſar him- 
| 4 a 

10. Secondly, I anſwer, that the excel-- 
lence of one Sacrament above another, muſt- 
be drawn from its form and efficacy, and: 
not from its matter, becauſe it is form that. 
chiefly. gives being. to things compoſed of. 
matter and form: But the form of Sacra- 
ments depends: on the words of Inſtituti- 
on; becauſe being Signs of divine Inſtituti- 
on, their form can- anly depend: upon the- 
will. of God; who chooſeth certain things 
to ſignifie other things ; and this will of 
God cannot-be known but by. revelation,. 
which is the Word ;; ſo that it is. properly. 
faid, that. the: word joyned with the Ele- 
ment makes the Sacrament: :. Therefore al- 
though the Sacrament of the Paſleover be 
more excellent than the Euchariſt in reſpect 
of its. matter, becauſe. the Paſchal Lamb» 
and its blood, are more excellent than the: 
Bread and-Wine of the 'Euchariſt;. and that- 
the Lamb and. its/bloud-have a greater: ana- 

- Bogy. with Jeſus Chriſt and his blood.ſhed-on- 
L£, 753% | F- 5: | the | 
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| the Croſs, than the Bread and Wine of the 


 eperatewith more efficacy, and alſo becauſe 


jj} come; throvgltclouds and ſhadows. To 
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Euchariſt have ;. yet the Sacrament of the 


Euchariſt is much: more excellent than that 


of the Paſſeover in reſpect of its form,which 
depends on-the words of Inſtitution, becauſe } 
that at the inſtitution af: the Sacrament of 


| the Paſſeover, God ſpake not one word of 
. the principal end for-which he didiinſtitute F- 


it, viz. to be the Fype of Jeſus Chriſt and 


his death : But at the Inſtitution of the Sa- 


crament of the Euchariſt; Chriſt declared in 
expreſs terms, that he did inſtitute the eat- 
ing of the Breadbroken, and the drinking | 
of. the Wine poured into the Cup, to be] ! 
commemorative ſigns of himſelf, and this F| 1 
death. The Sacrament of the Euchariſt is | t 
yet more exceHent than that of the Paſſeo- f 1 
ver, in reſpect of its efficacy, which depends 

on twothings, viz. on the form, which be- | 
inf more manifeſt in the Euchariſt, doth alſo 


it repreſents a thing paſt, viz, - the death of 
Chrift :- But the knawledge of things paſt 
is more clear and perfet than the know 
ledge of- things tocome z. and* we are more 
toucht with the memory of things palt, 
when- ſame-- ſymbol. brings them to our 
thonghts, than when we conſider. things to 
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chariſt have a greater” Analogie with Jeſus 


Chriſt than the Paſchak Lamb had, in one - 
reſpect, -viz._in regard-of the ſpiritual nou- 


riihment which we receive by Chriſt's death); 
piritual birth, ſo the Euchariſt is the Sacra- 


Ladd, that the Bread:and Wine of the Eu-<- 


- for as Baptiſm is the Sacrament of. our 


- ment of our.ſpiritual nouriſhment. But this - 
nouriſhment is much better repreſented by | 
Bread and Wines: which are the. ordinary 


nouriſhment of our bodies, ,than by a-Lamb. - 
. Laſtly, 1anſwer, that. it:is-far-leſsincon- - 


venient to give ſome prerogative. to the * | 


Paſſeover above the: Euchariſt, (viz. to give 


it a more excellent matter and Analogie) / 


than to aſſert the corporal preſence of Chriſt - 


in the Hoſt; .by an unheard of Tranſubſtan- - 


tiatian, which deſtroys the nature of Sacra- 


ments, gives our: Lord a' monſtrous Roup 


inclades notorious abſurdities and contra 


Qions. and gives the lye to Senſe, Reaſon,» F 


and holy Scripture; 4s hath been proved. 
ao Dijafien 3. 


ſawegg Ama 1657. 'by the - Jeſite -S.- R6- 


yaut, thus. - God: doth communicate, or 


degree that which he paſſeſſeth in an infinite 


can: commanicate-to the creature in a finite - 
will degice- Far example; God hath a9 infinite - | 
__ ; Powers > 


- nicate to the creature a finite and: limited 


| ( 126) 
' Power, whereby he can doall things at once; 
"therefore he communicates, or can commu- - 


- power, whereby it may do divers things at 
once as appears in a man,for he can ſee,hear, 
| - talk, and walk at the fame time, God: hath 
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alſo an 4nfinite* wifdom and knowledge 
whereby he knows all things at once; the | 
fore he comminicates or can com vunicate” | n 
to the creature a finite knowledge, where- || r 
by-it may know divers"things at once. And | $ 
even ſo Got hath a-virtual infinity..extent, | t 
which is called\immteſfity; whereby he fills | t 
all things and all places at once : Therefore | G 
God communicates or can- commnaicate to | p 
the creature, viz, toa vodys a finite-extent | $1 
whereby it may fill divers Ipaces, and occu- | tc 
Py ſeveral places ationce- .) Whence it fol- } tt 
lows that Chriſt's Body may be in divers | be 
laces at the ſame time; v:z.-in Heaven and | be 
45 be 85) at 


# 20 the Hoſt. = | 
. gh weed © ' Anſwer.” Eff 5 


12. To, this I anfwer, That as God can- on 
not bein two places (for example in Hea- | thi 
ven and vpn Earth) without being:in all } th: 
thoſe places that are ibetween both, (for 


then he would. be diſtant, "and-:ſeparated 
from himſelf). ſo Chrifts Body cannot be inf 
_ two diſtant places, v5z. at Paris and at: Roms, 5 Th 


| 
| 
) 


(7) 
in Heaven and upon Earth in the Hoſt with- 
out being in all thoſe places that are be- 
tween both ; - for then it would be diſtant - 


and ſeparated from it ſelf, which 1s impoſ- 


ſible , as hath been. ſufficiently proved. 


. Fherefore ſeeing Chriſt's Body 1s not in all 


laces between-Part and Rome, and between - * 
leaven and Earth, it follows that it is 
not in Heaven and upon Earth in the Hoſt, 
nor at Paris and Rome in conſecrated Hoſts. 
So that to make a Creature, for example _ 
the Body of Chriſt, partaker of Gods ex- 
tent or immenſity, It is ſufficient that as 
God by his infinite extent occuples all 
places, ſo Chriſt's Body ſhould by its in- 
finite extent occupy ſome place. .- But if 
to make it partake in a finite degree: of 
this divine attribute of immenſity, it: muſt 


| be in divers places, - yet it is ſafficient-tharit 


be in divers: places ſucceſſively , - and'-not 
at once ; ' or if to-make-it partake of this 
attribute it- muſt be in 'divers places at 
once; yet it is- ſufficient that-1t- occupies 
them-. by its ſeverat- parts is for- example, 
that the Head be in one place , and--the 


Feet in another, &97 \Iha word, that it be 
without diſcontinuance'or ' ſeparation! as 


God is every where without diſcontinuances } 
Thus the-learnet; Maſter: Bragmier then an | 
L- Iwered,. 


"Cull). 


ſwered, and-much better, but I cannot re- 


member his full my QEuene a1 anſwer. 

13; The frei obiection | Is this. If di- 
vers bodies may miraculouſly: be in one and 
| the fame place, ther, it alle follows, that 
one body. may miraculouſly be in: divery 
places, there being nq yore difficulty or 


' impoſſibility ,in- the one thaa in the ather : 


| But divers bodies may miraculouſly be in 
| one and the lame place ; for Jeſns Chriſt 
| came into the room where his Diſciples 
were, the doors being ſhut, which -he could 
not have doney if bis Body had not pene- 
trated the doors. Belides; It is ſaid that Je- 
ae Chriſt oy, borg of -the. Virgia ——_ 
2nd conſequently Aery was: a Virgin 
before-and after bis Birshs: which. conld not 


have been by: Jeſus Gb RG: not penetra- 
ted her belly reg po 11 - uf fracti- 
on or overture... Laſtly Ne Chell pene- 


| vated the ans chat 599 kad 60 dinSipat: 


"ion 


L- - 14 EPRDt 9 That it 
* not faid that: Jelns Chriſt came-104 - tbe doors 


| — being ſhut 5 foritheſe are'the- words; : = 


£7. £469 TT = gar 7 


8 S% 8 a” 7 


it is ſaid, that the Angel of God opened them: 


| is faid that. Jews: Chriſt entred, the doors 


-. i. a TT, AE. 28 IE IG. adn Mio. ih. md it dn din 


| not to. have: had the company of 2 man ;. 


C189) | 
ſame day'when it was evening, and the doors. 
having been ſbut- for fear of the Tews, Teſus + 
came» &c. which words do indeed ſhew 
the time when Jeſus came in unto his Diſ- 
ciples, but not the manner of his entry: by 
penetration 3 but.if the words be tranſla- 
ted," the doors being ſhut, and that they do 
import that the doors were not opened by - 
any body,yet they do not exclude the open» 
ing of them in the twinkling of an eye by 
the divine power , fſith we have examples ' 
of this in holy Scripture; for Aﬀy 5. we 
read that the Apoſtles went out of Priſon, 
though the doors had been faſt ſhut ; but 


And As 12. The door of the priſon opened 
fo St. Peter of #ts own accord ; that is, with» 
out being opened/by any body. . And: ſo-it 


being ſpout, or baving been ſhxt , which ex- 
cludes the opening of them-by any body; - 
but not the opening; of. them by- a-divine 
powerin ſo ſhort a time: that it. was undiſ- 
cernable. 2 IÞ ag]. 20 
. Secondly, T anſwer, That the Virgin Mar 
ry was a:true Virgin both: before-and aftex- } 
her delivery, if by. being @ Virgin be: meang } 


| 
| 
| 


but: it; is. certain: that Jeſus Chriſt came -| 
| | out- | 


3 
; tt - 


Cn) © -.. 
out of the Virgins: Belly by opening her 
womb ;* for it is ſaid, St. Luk. 2. that fo 


ſeph and Mary carried Jeſus to Ternſalem- to 


preſent him to the Lord , as it is written in the 
Eaw every male that epeneth the womb, ſhall be. 
holy unto the Lord. 

Thirdly, I anſwer, that Jeſus Chrift did 
not penetrate the ſtone that was laid on his 


il Sepulchre-; for it Is ſaid, St. Mat. 28. That 


the Angel of God' rolled it back from the door of 


the Sapatebes; 


Fourthly,. I anſwer, That when it is ids 
Heb. 4 that Jeſus Chriſt penetrated / the 
Heavens, we muſt underſtand it improper- 
-H in the-ſame manner as it is commonly 

id that am Arrow -penetrates the Air ; 
that is, the Air gives way to the Arrow 


- that-paſſerh through the Air 3. and ſo Jeſus 


Chriſt penetrated the Heavens, becauſe:the 
Heavens gave way to: his Body; any 'not that 
the Heavens and his Body were: 1n. one. and 
the ſame places. vi. ' 

i5. All the Remſh. Dottors agree with 


us, that modal accidents (which are nothing 
elle bat*the manners” of: the-being of ſab- Þ 


ſtances, ''as Aftion;. Paſſion; Relation, : Fi- 


gure, : &c.,): cannot be without a ſubjeft,:no I | 


not-by the.power of God himſelf. But all 


—— by which they endeavour to 
prove 


( tan: ) ; 
prove-that the accidents of the Bread and' 
Wine may exiſt without a ſubjeft, (that is, 
withont their ſubſtance) do prove the ſame 
thing of - modal accidents too. ' - So that [- 
ſhall] not ſtay now to repeat thoſe Obje-' 
ions with their Anſwers, which are fet- 
down at large in-my diſpute about the Eu-- 


chariſt. Toes 
.. + Objeftin F. © 
16,- The fifth Objettion'is drawn from 
Mal. 1. in theſe words,” From the riſmg _ 
of the Sun wnto the going down. of the ſame, 
my Name ſhall be great among the Gentiles; © 
and in every place ſhall they offer Incenſe to 
os Name', and a-new aud pure Offering :- 
here by this new and pure offering, -1no- 
hing can be underſtood but the Sacrifice 
of the Maſs 3 becauſe by this offering we 
annot underſtand Prayers, Alms, Con- 
Erition of beart;: and other good works, 
Which are ſometimes in Scripture called + _ 
 WblationFand Sacrifices : For the Prophet - - 
alachi promiſeth- a new. offering 53 But 
ayers » Almsy, and other good works 
ere common amongſt the Jews ; and be-, 
des, they of the Reformed Church do! 
lieve. that all the a&Rions of the faithful * 
F< polluted, and the Prophet ſpeaks of a 
Ire and clean offering. Again, By this 
-” | offering 


why wm 


a. << ' 


\ v 
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offering which Malachi ſpeaks of, cannot. 
be : underſtood- Lambs , Bulls » and ſuch 
like Animals , which were wont: to be 
ſacrificed in Solomon's Temple 3 becauſe 
the Prophet promiſeth that it tall be offer- 

edinevery place, even amongſt the Heathen, 

Laſtly, By this - offering cannot be under-- 
ſtood the blovdy Sacrifice which Jeſas Chriſt 

offered on the Croſs, ' becauſe that bloody 
Sacrifice was offered but-onee upon. mount 
Calvary in Fudea, and the Prophet t ſpeaks of 
an Oblation that. ſhall be- offered in every 
place - Therefore by this offering-muſt be. 
u-derſtood- the Sacrifice of the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt, under the ſpecies of - the 
Bread and Wine, which is nothing ele but 
the Maſs. - | 
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on To this anſwer, Firſt, That by the 
3 offcriog whoreof A4zl/acbi ſpeaks, muſt be 
underſtood that ſpiritual Worſhip and Ser- 
* vice which Believers ſhould perform untoJ! 
| God under the:New Teſtament, which: is 
in compriſed in that Aacrifice which they offer, 
to God both of: their perſons and religious] God 
ations; and this is: the dy why' St. Paah Law 
| Roin: 12+ ſpeaks thus, 7 beſeech — his'A 
Bretbrets PR—Ons of God £ a yo prejen Bing 


| thar ſhould 'be brought unto -God by: the 


( 133 ) 


; yoter bodies a living Sacrifice, holy, acc eptable _ 


wita God, which is: your reaſonable ſervice. 


And chep. 15. ſpeaking of the grace that 


was gives him of Gad, he ſaith,  & gi- 
ven him that he (ſhould be Afiniſter of Jeſus 
Chriſt ta the Gentiles, miniftring the Goſpel 
of God, that the offering up of the Gentiles 
might be acceptable, being ſaxibified by -the 


Holy Ghoſt. Whenceit appears, that by this 


oblation whereof Adalachs , we muſt 
not underſtand. the: offering of- Chriſt's 
Body and Blood under the accidents of 
Bread and Wine, but the offering up of 
the perſons: 2nd religious aftions:of thoiſt 


| prezching of the Goſpel, and' particularly | 


: 
p 
- 


. 
$ 
r 


Law, was re-eſtabliſhed by Jeſus Chriſt and) 
tbis Apoſtes under the Goſpel, - fo that all 


We 


| the Gentiles. 


- 18.- Secondly, I anfwer, That in the 
whole paſlage of Afelecbs above cited, the | 
words row Fring are not to: be-found, but - | 
only clran offering. And” though a new of- 
fering had been there. ſpoken of, yet | ſay 
that: things may be faid to be new, when be- 
Ing ſpoiled and corrupted; they are reſtor- 
ed'and made ſound again. But the ſerviceof . 


God which had-been corrupted: iinder -the 


hings were made new 3 4 new Time, viz.:. 
| Tf: the 


E: (14) | 
the time of the preaching of the Goſpel ; 2 
new People; viz. the Chriſtian People; a 
new place,-v:z all parts of the World, and. 
not at fFeraſalemonly ; a new Prayer, viz. 
the Lord's Prayer z new Sacraments, vsz. 
Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper 4 and new 
Preaching, viz. the preaching-of. ſalvation 
by:Jceſas Chriſt, tet ns; 

_ 19. Thirdly, Ianſwer,:that the oblation 
which is offered unto Ged under. the Goſ: 
pel, is pure and clean ; the ſervice: which is 
performed to him, according to his Word. 
is pure 3 the preaching of the Goſpelis pure, 
In a word, the Chriſtian Religion is-pare, f ,. 
though there be many failings in thoſe that } -* 
profeſs it : And although the Faithful that 
preſent their bodies a living Sacrifice, Holy, > 
acceptable to God, - be compaſſed about with 
many infirmities, and that their Religioly 
ations be accompanied with divers failings 
yet their perſons and works may be faid 
to be pure and clean.in Jeſus *Chrift , in 
whoſe name theyare preſented to God ; 
that although they cannot of themlelve 
_ or ſatisfie God; yet as they are Men. 

rs of Chriſt they are reputed holy before 

God ;. For it is theſe St. Peter ſpeaks of uf, 

Epift. 1. Chap. 2: who, as living ſtones, a 

| built up a ſpiritual houſe, a holy Ong " 
| ne” 


n_— 


(135) 
offer up ſpiritual Sacrifices, acceptable to God 
'by 7efas Criſt And fo our ſacrifices are a 

re and clean offering, but it is through 
eſus Chriſt, who covers them with his pu- 
rity and holineſs, ſo-that the defefts of 
them are not imputed to us. To this I add; 
That beſides the perfe&t purity which we - - 
have by the imputation of Chriſt's Righte- 
ouſneſs, we have alſo a purity begun by 
the Holy Ghoſt ; of which St. Paul ſpeaks 
Rom. 15. in theſe words, that-the off ering 
'Y of the Gentiles might be acceptable, being ſan- 

tified by the Hoy Ghoſt ;, for that which God 


| hath decreed, eſus Chriſt hath purchaſed, 


| and the Holy Ghoſt hath begun, is repu- 
ted by. God perfe& and compleat.. And St. 
Paul ſhews clearly the truth of what hath 
"I been ſaid. '1 7m. 2. 8. in theſe words, 1 

"| wil that men pray every where, lifring up holy 
fl hands , without wrath and ing. And 


Epheſ. 5. Teſus Chriſt loved -the Church, - and 
| gave himſelf for it, that he might Sanflifit and . 
cleanſe it with the waſhing of water by the word, 
j that be might preſent it to bimſelf, 'a glorious 
{| Church, not baving ſpot or wrinkle, or any ſuch 
; | thing, but that it ſhould be holy and. without 
 blemiſh. ver Mit: | 


-_ 


0 
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20. The ſixth Obje&ion is drawn from 
Gen. -14. in theſe words + 4nd Melchiſeder 
Keng of Salem, bringing forth Bread und Wine 
(for be was a Prieft ) blefſed him. And from 
Pfal. 140, and from Heb. 9. where it is ſaid; 
T hou. art a Prieft for ever after the order of 
Metchiſedec. From which words our Adver- 
faries argue thus. Firſt, They fay that Je- 
| - ſus Chriſt is a Prieſt, not after the Order 
1M; - of Aaron, but after (the order of Melchiſe- 
|_ dec; the difference between Aarmrand Ak | 
| chijedec conliſting/in 'this, viz. that Aaron 
andthe other Levitical Prieſtsoffered bloody | Bis 
Sacrifices, killing and:ſhedding the-blood of Þ v4 
Beaſts, which they ſacrificed to God, asa | 
Sign end Figure- of the-bloody ſacrifice of | and 
ſus Chriſt-onthe Croſs. But .Ate/chbiſedec | Br 
offered an unbloody -facrifite, ..for when bs 
 weilt 'to-meet 4brabaw returning fromthe 
faughter-of the Kings, he offered to God 
Bread and Wine.  And:iceitig this:Bread and || 
Wine offered 'to -Ged: by Aﬀelchiſedec were 
fgnsand: Types of Ghrift's Body and Blood; 
Jeſas Chriſt was obliged to offer an unblpody 
ſacrifice, viz, his Body and Blood under the $81 
ſpecies of Bread and Wine, which he did Jr 
at} © 


< 137 ) | | 
at the inſtitution and celebration of the Sa- 

crament of the Eucharift, that ſo the rea- 
lity of the thing typified: mightanſiver thoſe 


ſhadows and Types. Secondly, That al- _ 


though Adetchiſedec had brought all this 
Bread and Wine for the refreſhment of 4- 
brabam and his Army that returned from the 
faughter of the Kings, . yet he firſt offered 
irto God, and then'gave itto them, that'ſo - 
they might partake of the ſacrifice of Bread 
ant Wine. . And'the reaſon of this is, be- 


cauſe the Scripture. faith that Abraham re- © 


turned'from the Battle with great ſpoils ; 
| among which there 'was meat and drink 
enough for the refreſhment 'of himfelf and 
—_ _ alfo it; ſaithexpteſly that Hbra- 
bam le had taken fiich refreſhmen as 
ary-before-Melchifedec met t 
and Sf cehmeatly 'they..had'no need of the 
Bread ad Wine which he broiplit, except 
it hadbeen to partake'of theſkcrifice-of the 
Bread and Wine which-he offered. Thirdly, 
| They fay this is ſtrongly proved by the fol- 
i words, for 'he'was Prieſt of the moſt 
ode hich ſhews the reaſon why /el- 
oaght Bread: and - Wine, Vit; to 
eetrun oblaion or offering /of 'it to:God 3 
br the oefeallanenyof Bread'and Wine 
vr the refreſhmetitof Abrabemand his Peo- 


Ple; | 


( 138) 
ple, the Scripture would have ſaid chat ne 
had brought this Bread and Wine, :becauſeſ 
that Abraham and his Army being faint andy; 
tired, had need of meat and drink ; but it 
ſpeaks nothing of this : On the contrary it 
faith that he brought Bread and Wine, AF; 
= bhewas Prieſt. Fourthly, They fay that Je- q 
WW fs Chrift is a Prieſt for ever, after the order of 
Melchiſedec ; and ſeeing there can. be nof/ 
Prieſt without a ſacrifice, there:can; te Ho 
_ eternal Prieſt without an eternal or perpe-ſ 
tual ſacrifice. But the ſacrificeof the Crob| 
was offered but once, and cannot te reite} 
| rated, for or Jeſus Chriſt dyeth no more; Rom. 6 "tS 
| Therefore there muſt be another perpetugl Þb 
- Gcrifice in the Church, which: Jeſus Chriſt, - 
offereth by the hands of Prieſts, which canſ 
be fothing elſe but the facrifice of the Mak 
viz. the ſacrifice of Chriſts Body and Bloodſ's, 
under the ſpecies - .of the Breadand.. Wins 
typified -by the ſacrifice of- oy Bread. and” 
Wine of EEO Cor 15 


oe 


21.T'a: i C Fins That: vil 
Hebrew word dotty. nat, fignthe bringing; 

but brought, drew outs cauſed ro be bravghth :je 
Se, but our. Adverfſaxies. fallifie the T0 bro 


— 


wore ————— _ 
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thus, to make way-for another\falſfification, 
viz,.ta-put theſe words in a Parenthelis, (for 


I be was Prieſt;) inſtead of putting without a 
» pennthels, and he was a Prieſt; io that we 


I may fay in theſe few words they have made *' 
three. falli fications 3 firſt, when they tran- 


By. 9 
my, » 


| 


«® 
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(0) 
0 
bo 
6 
b 
6, 
al 
| 
In 
s, 
"ul OR 
2 ir 
. 


flate it proferens, that is bringing, inſtead of 


tranſlating it prozulze,that is brought, or drew 


out :- Secondly, when they tranllate it erat | 
enim Sacerdos, that is, for he was 4 Prieft : in 


ſtead. of tranſlating it, avd be. was a Prieſt. 
Thirdly, when they tranſlate it benedixit ei, 

that is,” bleſſed him,. inſtead:of tranſlating ir 
. & benggsxtt et, thatis and he bleſſed him. And 
io of three different propolitions, viz. Mel- 
£hiſedec alſo brought Bread and Wine,and he ' 

Was Nope and he bleſled bim ; they have * 
os As with a Parentheſis,thus : Mel- 


ringin Peaad an; Wine for h 
og CTNG 


| ike 
it "lboald Þe calm 
for - 
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for ered, yet our Adverſaries would : 
nothing by it ; for it is nstfaidin the 
that he bronght Bread and Wine to offer 
unto God; -bvt we muſt rather expound it 
thus, viz. thathe broughtBread and Wine 
to offer and preſent itito Ab-abam'; And 
- Indeed the following words, viz. ail bleſſed 
'bim, Xo clearly thew it, for the'Pronoun' 
Relative hit, elites to Abrahamaccording 
:to the'expoſition of the Apoftle, 'Heb. 7. 


where he Bith expreſly that Aelchiſedec mer | th 


« Abraham and blefſed him.” And a little" after 
-he faith, that Melchifedec bieſſed himthat had 
(the promiſes; andthar the leſs is blefſel of the 
greater. ButIf theſe words, be browght bread 
_ and wine, uſt be expounded 1 thus, he offer- 
det and 'Wine 6 God, 'then 'it mnſt 
neceſſarily f6 or; orig che: 

and not- Abrabitn ; "for 

he offered Bread: Si 


'\biefſed hini, "the 1 Pfonoun fy Ents to 


—_— CT 3 _ WH ca nn w 


all 


from: the ſlapghter of the Kings, which is+ - 


true.; but be adds that Jeſus Chriſt had of-. 
fered.if to, God before,, which - is falſe, and* 
coRAge be proved. . 7erem in his Epiſtle to: 

rue. writes, that the Jews, eaderſoad 
it, i Fl Melchiſedec meeting Abraham after 


hys TOs. brou gbt.. "Racy and Wine to re- 


him aod his. Pcople., Joſephs, writing 
this Hiſtory, faith that Melchiſedec preſent- 
ed,Bread and Wine to. Abraham to refreſh 
Army..  Dameſcene, ' Bak 4..0f 


the, hg {ths a Th (Wine 


verari , anentioned in the Objections to” 
Prove! Mabtſadee braught, Bread, apd; 
Wine to: Abr that. he might partake of 
the Sacrifice, which he hadoffered, are not- 
conſiderable; viz. becauſe Hbraham return- 
ed; from the. Battle. with great, ſpoils, and 


ſq-therp,was meat; and drink enough for him : - | 
' and: his Peopke ;. and that” they. had taken 


their repaſt: before Melchiſedec- met them, - 


| &ce. Theſe Reaſons, [1ay, ares .inconſidera- 
| ble, becauſe althongh Abrabam” had great 
| ſpails,, yet he reſtored. all to the King of i 
; Sodom, and though his People: had eaten-and - } 


drank of. ſuch as they found amongſt the 


Sous yet It is, not ſaid that Abrabam did 


:G-:2- | eat [ 


f 
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eatand drink; and though both he and his 
People had eaten and drank, yet it is:nort 


taid how long it was' ſince, and that they - 
had no need of more provifion ; 'and though 


they had no needof more,” yet Melchiſedec 
not knowing thatthey had eaten and drank), 


did that which prudent men are wont todo, | 
vi%, provide all that may be needful in caſe. 


# % $ 


of necellity. * = 22NE 48 | 
'35- Fifthly, I anfwer, that the principal 
reaſon. which our Adverſaries bring to 


| prove that Aﬀelchiſedec- offered unto God 


Bread and ' Wine, viz. becauſ@ it is in- the 
Hebrew Text, for be was Prieſt, is 2 mani- 


ſeſt falfification ; for it is in the Hebrew 
Text, and be was Prieft. Alſo the old La-'! 


tine Interpreter, and the Greek Septvagint 


ng 


tranſlate-it as we do, viz. and he was Prieft. 


And it is very probable that this paſſage 
hath been corrupted in Jetom's Latin Tran- 


flation, becauſe in his Hebrew Queſtions, 


and in hts Epiſtle to Evagr ins, he tranſlates 


it, nd be was Prieft. St. Cyprian in his Ept-. 


ſtle to Cecilins,* and St. Auguſtin, Book 4. ' 
of Chriftian Do@rine, chap. 12. and eHewhere - 
tranſlate it, and-be was Prieſt. So that al- 


though the Hebrew particle uſed by Aoſes, 


do ſometimes lignifie, for, yet ſeeing that 
both its proper and.common fignification 1s - 


and ;. 


[ries is. of no faxce/at all. 


(7143) 
and; 2nd for that one. place: where it; gl-* 


|fies. for, there axe a erp leaſt; where, 
it venues and. and 


t there. is nothing; | 

that; obligeth. us -to-£ it for, Jt 18 

exidenteehar the: Argume at ny, our Advetia-" 
CAS 1 ;8: | 


more pertinens.to refer. theſe words, , Ts 


| was Perefts ;to-what follo $5. Vis All 


him, than 'ta;what-goes before, UiL.. pi 
Bread and, Wine. For as Melchiſedec, being . 
a-liberal- King broyght Bread and Wine t0. - 
Abrzabam; toirefreſh him, and his people 3 ſd - 
as. he was a Prieſt.mych more excellent. than - 
Abtabarg, he bleſſed him:: And - though it 
ſhould be tranſlated for, be was Prieſt, yet it 
would not follow- that elchiſrdec did Sa-' 
crifice Bread and Wine unto God, -- for -it - - | 
might. be: ſaid that :44oſes.: would ſhew, the - 
reaſon of the good will, of Aelchiſedec to- - | 
ward Abrahem”, viz: it was very fit- thathe : 
that 'way/Prieſt of the oſt high Gad, ſhould + 
teſtifie his kindneſs to ſo. eminent” a-ſervant * 


of Gad as was Abrabam,; by preſenting Bread. * 


and; Wine $0 him, whraobhe thought there - 
was 


26. "Sixthlys Lanſwer - That from what - 


is faids;; Pfel,: 110; an - Heb;57, wie that: 1 


Jes Chriſt is.a Prisft farey -it- will not” } 
—— bathe. muſe-ofſen je ery. Gay: | 
G53 > 2:1 


as x. 
- Wap 7 


PC | T: 144. J-. 
in the Maſs, under the ſpecies of Bread end: 4 
"Wine, by the Miniſtry of Prieſts ; tor the'] {| 
Apoſtle writing to the Hebrews, placeth- Is 
the perpetvixy of the Prieſthood. partly in| fi 
this, v-z. thattThere is no need -he ſhould be | b 
oftered any more, ſeeing by one oblation he | P 

|| hatliconſecrated for eyer thoſe that are ſfan- | b 

| |  Ctified ; and partly in this, v#z.. that being | w 

' exalted far above the Heavens, 'heinterceeds:-| F: 

continrally tor us 3 for the Prieſthood con- | il 

fiſts in certain funCions, and 'in the vertue-| m 

and efficacy of them. And. ſeeing thereare-|. of 

two parts of Chriſt's Prieſthood, whereof | w 

|  onerelatesto the oblation of himſelf, which | tr 

| he offered on the Croſs; and the orher to; | tt 
his interceſſion : z It 1s certain that the ver-| ar 

' tue and efficacy of the oblation is eternal,.| ye 
and that the interceſſion will continue unto-| w:' 

F the end of the World.” * hi 

| 27. Seventhly; I anſwer, That in all the| -- 

| Holy Scripture where the Prieſthood of | th 
| Melchiſedec is ſpoken of,' three: things--only | <> 
| are mentioned of him; viz. that he was a-| vs 
| Prieſt, that he was @ Prieſt for. ever; =_ of 
| that hewas ſo with an oath, according to-| bl 

the Application that is made: of 'it to "fas all 

_ Chriſt in' Pſalm 110. and+ Heb. 7.: in theſe | of 
words, The Lord hath worn, and will not: re. | co 
peat, thou art a Prieſt” for ever, after the order | fac 
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| of Melchiſedec 3 bot there is. nothing at all: | 


ſpoken of ;the Sacrifice of: Melchiſedec,, nor 


is-it ſaid wherein it did conſiſt ; for as it was 1 


fit that all the-offices which we find, were 


| born -by the greateſt Kings, Prieſts, and: 
| Prophets under the Old Teſtament, ſhould. 


be colle&ted'in.the perſon of Meſſiah; which 
was'done b progeny them as Types and- 
Figures-of Je us'Chriſt ; and that. the moſt. 
illuſtrious Type was Melchiſedec ;, ſo it was 
more-expedient not 'to ſpeak of the nature. 


. of the Sacrifice of Melchiſedec, becaule it. 
was not. expedient then to ſpeak of the na- 


tnre of the-Sacrifice of the Meſſiah. And- 
therefore although we know not the nature. 
and quality of the Sacrifice of AMelchiſedec,, 
yet we-know that he'was a Prieſt : Even as. 


| we know-not in what. manner he executed: 


his Kingly office.: : . 


_. 28. Laſtly; I anſwer, that it is falſe that. 
the difference between the Prieſthood-of:Mel- . 


chiſedec and that of Aaron did conſiſt in this, . 


viz. that Aaron offered the bloody ſacrifices. 


of :Beaſts, and Melchiſedec offered an; un-; 
bloody-Sacrificeof Bread.and Wine; - [It js: 
alſo falte that the likeneſs of the Prieſthood, 
of Melchiſedec to that: of Jeſus Chriſt doth 


conſift in this,. uz. .that. as Melchiſedeo did: 
facrificeBread and Wine;. GC , 
FRO F | ce: 
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: fice: his Body and Blood'nnder the. ſpecies, of 
_ Breadand Wine: theſe are/humane inventi- - 


ons, andare founded neither an. Scripture | | . 
nor. Reafon, for on the contrary, the-ApD-- | i 
ſtle writing to the Hebrews, placeth the dif |, 


terence between the Prieſthood of; "Melebyſe- | _.. 
dec aid that of Aaron, 'apd:"its likens: to:! |<. 
{ thatof Chtiſbis.quiteanother thing) Firſt»: | p:; 
| Heiscalled\Mzſchifeder, ' which being inter-- | + 
| preted(as the Apoſtie faith, Heb. 7.)is King i. | ag, 
of Righteouſnefs:;- and ther King of Salem, - 
| that is, King,of-Reace;;' and herein he-very.: the 
| well repreſentsgqur Lord: Jefas Chriſt, wha. | 1; 
istruly King of Righteoaſneks,..not only be-- [7 
cauſe he is Righteous, and was always with- Hig 
oat fin; but alſo becauſe by. his ſatisfaction - Arc 
he hath purchaſed Righteouſneſs for us, be- [pic 
ing- made uno.unj Gud,: Righteoufneſs.: He is. [yer 
alto truly King of Peace, in.thathe hath re-! |;ge 
| conciled:men'untd 1Godylmnadey theit peace © 1, 
.. withithe: Angels; 4nd 3hath-partieularty: re-; |; 
commended peace te:ithenn- As! for Aron. 
| and othet High Poitſthy they were no Kings, 

* muchleſsare the Prieſts df'theKomyſh Church: 
ſd and conſequently:caninob beiaftertheor-| 
- devot-Metthiſedeeg andttheythatihave write; 

_ tenthe lives bf: the Popes liaveiaufliciently/de-: |; 
clared' what Righteouſnels and: Peacer they) þ 

. have procured-forthe:trueand faithful: 
þ 1 _ vants:: 
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without deſcept having neither beainning of tays, 


nor end of Lije :.' nor thathe was really fuch- 
a-one, but becauſe Moſes hath wholly con--' 
cealed from us hisFather, Mother, Deſcent, 
Birth and Death, that he-might be the Type: . 


of Chriſt, who'was without Father; as he is 


Man; without Mother as God ; without de--' 


ſcent both as God and-as man ; having'net« 
ther beginning of daies as God, nor end of 
life as God, or:as Man. . But the Fathers, 


Deſcent, [Birth,:Death of Aron, and other. 
High Priefts are: exaCtly deſcribed by Moſes. 
And there were never any Popes, Biſhops or : 
Prieſts; whoſe Parents,” Birth, and Death; 


were notknown, and conſequently they can- 
not be after the order of Helchiſedec. \Third- 


ing mail likg unto the Son of (God,' abideth a - 
Prieft for ever ;, becanſe Moſes makes no men- 

tion of his Death, nor of any one that ſuc- ' 
ceeded hinr in. his” Prieſtly Office ; that ſo. 
he might be the Type of: Jeſus Chriſt, who. , 
never left hi Prieſtly Office, -but will exer- . 


Interceding for thoſe that are his, - by pre- 
| _ ſenting 
> | 


vants of Teſys Chriſt, as I ſhall ſhew at large 
elſewhere. Secondly, The Apoſtle, Heb. 7: 7 
{| repreſents 'Melchiſedec to us ns a man'come” 
trom Heaven, without Father, withone Mother, . 


ly, The Apoſtle adds; that: elchiſedec 'be-- 


iſe it until the end of the World, always 


' 
; \ 
- ” . 
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Þ Keating his Sacrifice to God-the Father con--- 
* tinually. As for Azren and other Prieſts 
' | they are dead, and have had ſucceſſors., And 
- the Popes, 


notafter the-order of Melchiſedec. Fourth-.. 
ly, The Apoſtle faith likewiſe, that Helcbi- 
.__ ſedec took Tithes of Abrabarm, and:adds that . 


| Adejchiſedec bleſſet him that had-the Promic4l, 


ſes, tins Alrahavs; and\thatithelefis:blef+- 
ſeeof the greater, Whence'it: appears that- 
Melchiſedec having taken Tithes of Abra- 
ban, andibleſſd him, and Bevi;: and: al) tbe: 
Prieftsinhis perſon, .wasmorcexclleptthas : 


reſpetd hewasa Typeof Jeſus Chitl;*: who! 

| was infinitely. more excellent than Alrabenm 
| | and his ſiicceſſors, becauſe be in whony all: 
- the promiſes were fulfilled, . mnſt-needs he, 


incomparably. mote excellent: than:be:-thas;|- 


received them-only.  But-E do: not believe 


that the Prieſts of the Ramiſh: Church are fo(| 


' bojd.-»to prefer theiwfelreabefore-Abrehs, 
|. the ers of the Faithful, in-'whoſe Seed! 
= the nacions of the earth are bleſied ; and! 

ſequently are not after the-Order of Adel- 
beds Fifthly, The Apoſtle never ſpake 

A the Sacrifice of Adelchiſedec, fo. far was be 
J From Dr It with the Sacrifice of oh 
'Þ - tus 


3 Biſhops, and- Prieſts, die: daily, | 
- and have ſiccefſors.z - and\conſtequently, are-: 


Abrabam, Levi, andallithofriefts  Inwrkiclh i| 


a” 
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ſas Chriſt, as being like it, or with that of! | 


| Awron, as being unlike it ; fo that all that } 


| our Adverſaries fay of it, is nothing elſe 1 
but meer hamane invention. 


29. I conclude my anſwer with this Ar- 


| | gument, Jeſus Chriſt hath oftered no Sacri- 5 


| fice but after the order whereof he was eſta- - 
-bliſhed a Prieſt : But he was eſtabliſhed a - 


Prieſf after the order of Melchiſedec only, -* 
-| as the Apoſtle obſerves : Therefore he bath 
| offered. no ſacrifice but after the Order of . - 
| Melchiſedec » Brit (according to the Remiſh | 
1 DoC&tors) thereis ro other Sacrifice after the 


Order of. Helchiſedec,_but that of the Maſs: 
| Therefore (according to the Romſh Dofors) 


| Jeſus Chriſt hath offered no other Sacrifice 
but. that of the Maſs: And ſeeing (accord- + | 
ing to them) the Sacrifice of the Maſs is an 


unbloody Sacrifice , it follows that Jeſus - 
Chriſt hath offered no other Sacrifice, but 
an unbloody Sacrifice ; and conſequently he - 
hath not offered a bloody Sacrifice on the - 

Crofs, which is OE bt 


THE END, 


